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\ 7 OU hare, I preſume, heard of the Noiſe the c a- 
| VEAT hath made in London, and about this City 
and Country; and therefore I need not blot any 
Paper in deſcribing it; But ſhall, without a large lntro- 
duction, endeavour to make a few plain Remarks on that 
performance: Telling you firſt of all, that I have very good 
Evidence, the Author of it, is Mr. John Withers; who | 
oft People know, has been engaged for ſome Years in 
ontroverly with Mr, Agate. I do not think it wor th the 
while, to animadvert much upon his fly and pdor Innuen- 
do's, in relation to me and the Perſons who were con⸗ 
ern'd in my Baptiſm. I may dare ſay (becauſe l know it 
o be true) that I could never, after the ſtricteſt Examina< 
ion, diſcover this worldly Principle; which is, with ſo 
wch Aſſurance, ſaid to have carried me off from the D/ 
enters. I might offer many Reaſons to ſhew, why proba- 


he World is ſo very uncharitable, and he's afraid, I ſhall find 
4 little difficult to perſwade Perſons to the contrary, it will 
e a wiſer part, to fit down content, with a more ſilent, 
ut greater, Applauſe. I ſuppoſe you have obſerv'd under 
hat Character I am always mention'd, and for what Rea- 
ons. If I had not been repreſented as an eaſy, ſimple 
ellow, and my Witneſſes as the Contrivers of this (which - 
e calls) ſcandalous Novelty; he could not have flouriſh'd fo 


nd concluded moſt of his Paragraphs, with biting In- 
ectives, and ſcurrilous Jeſts. Allow me to be as weak, 
te would have me reputed, yet, I declare, that if I was 


ly 1 had not, and could not, have ſuch a View; bat ſince Ny 


ell in the Beginning, nor ſo frequently have igterlarded 


duc'd, I had no other Temprters, than the Suggeſtions of _ 


few Books, which my Weakneſs fondly embrac'd. The 
latter I thought reaſonable, and of Moment; and there- 


A 


re, I apply'd my Selt heartily to the weighing of it. My 1 
eſolution you need not be told: and, I believe, you will! 


T4) 


not Startle at my Hin that 1 never once repented It. 
I ſhall now proceed to my Remarks: And I hope to ſhew, 
that the Perſons concern'd. in this caſe, deſerve a little 
better Language, than Mr. Withers hath us'd towards them. 
HE aſſerts, That renouncing Presbyterian Baptiſm is incon- 
tent with their own Prayers, contrary to the Senſe of the whole 


= Chriſtian World; and renders: the, Chriſtianity. of the Members 


cf their own Church, precarious. And, to introduce his 
Eſſay, be premiſes, That i in the Senſe of the Cburch of England, 

' Baptiſm is that Sacred Rite, by which pe 7055 are Initiated into 
the Criſtian Church. Which he ſhews from the 27th Article, 

and the Words which the Miniſter directs to the People in the 


public Office of Baptiſm, both for Infants, and Perſons of riper 


Tears: A plain Intimation (lays he) that hitherto het tis look'd 
vpon as one out of the Church. | 

IIIsõ true, that Baptiſin is an Initiating, Rite; and 
that, in the Apprehenſion of the Church of England, no one 
can be admitted and made a Member of Chriſt”s myſtical 
Body, or a Chriſtian, in a perfect, proper Senſe, without it. 
But ſtill we may ſay, that a Perſon out of: the Church ma 
be fate, provided be doth not obſtinately refuſe to come 
into it, when he may. If he has been diligent, ſerious 
and ſincere, in his Examination, we have no feaſon todeſ-Þ 
pair of him, tho he ſhould allow Baptiſm by any Hand 
ſince his Determination ſprings, not from a Contempt 0 8 
: CAHRIST' s Inſtitution, but an Ignorance, which he can 
not Conquer. And farther, a Perſon when he firſt believf 
_ the Chriſtian Religion, is a Chriſtian, tho he hath not thi 
Name, and viſible Priviledges of ſuch, till after Baptiſm 
And hence thoſe Carechumens, and Candidates for Baptiſm 
v ho died for the. Cauſe of Chriſt, were never deny'd thi 
Honour of being Martyrs; For a Martyr, ever ſince Chriſti 
anity appear'd, ſignify' d one, who Teſtify'd and Profeſs 
his Faith in the C: hriſtian Religion to the Death: And B 
cannot ſee any Abſurdity in ſaying, that he, who belicy' : 
in Chriſt, and dy'd tor his Faith, though he was nM 
baptiz d into it, might not only be a good Man, but 
Martyr. This plain Account makes it appear, that «bi 
1iz/d Perſons are not in the ſame Claſs with Turks, Infids £ 
and Pagans, To which we may add, our Saviour? s Word 
ve Commillian: Go ye and caach all Nations 2 
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them, &c. Mat. 23; 19. according to the Greek, go ye an 


diſciple all Nations, &c. by which Expreſſion, compar'd with 
the Practice of the Apoſtles, we are inform'd, that they 


were Converted to the Chriſtian” Faith, and made a Pro- 
feſſion of it, before Baptiſm was adminiſtred to them. They 
= came out from the Heathers, confeſſing their Sins; and 
threw themſelves under the Care of the Church, proteſſing 


their Faith, before they were qualified for Baptiſm. And 
how could Perſons, who had left the Society, Errors and 
Practices of the Heat hen, and were ſincerely converted to 

the Chriſtian Religion; I ſay, how could ſuch be Infidels, 
Pagans, or any thing but Chriſtians? But perhaps he only 

means, that they are Pagant, as they no have Right to the Co- 
venanted Mercy of GOD. To this I ay, that tho' Anbaptis 
Perſons have not the Sign, Seal and Pledge of GO D's Fa- 
your, which Baptiſm is to all who rightly receive it; yet 
they have a Promiſe which may ſafely be depended upon: 
For GOD ſo loved the Worla, that he gave his only begotten 

Son, that whoſoever believeth in him, ſhould not periſh, but have 


everlaſting Life, St. John 3. 16. However, it is ſaid, 


St. Mark 16. 16. He that believeth, and is haptix d, ſhall be 
ſavd; but we muſt add the laſt Words too, He that be- 
lieveth not, ſball be damn d. Theſe two Texts may ſeem 


to claſh; the one affirming, that whoſoever believes; the 
other, that whoſoever believeth, and is baptiz'd, ſhall be 


ran ſaved. But this Remark, I believe, will clear the Matter, 
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namely, that a true Faith is abſolutely neceſſary to all who 


receive the Goſpel, (no pretence being to be made for not 
believing, and the believing otherwiſe, than he has re- 


veal'd, being a faſtening of Abſurdities upon the Author 
of Truth and Perfection) while Baptiſm (being but a po- 
ſitive Inſtitution, neither good nor bad, antecedent to . 
the Command) is only neceſſary to thoſe, who have the 


Opportunity to receive it; there being no ſuch Evil in the 


not receiving it, as in the not believing the Goſpel in the 


true Senſe and Meaning of it. And *tis remarkable, that 
tho' in the former part ofthe 16th Verſe, of the 16th Ch. 
of St. Marl, tis ſaid, He that belieweth and is baptix d, ſhall 


befaved— yet in the latter part 'tis only ſaid, He that be- 
. lieveth not, (hall be damn'd: Plainly intimating, that the 
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want 
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want of Faith, and not the want of Baptiſm, fhall damn. 
And that you may not want the beſt Evidence I can think 
of at preſent, I ſhall refer you to thefe follow ing Places; 
St. John's Goſpel, Chap. 3. 17, 18. Chap. 5. 24. Chap. 
6. 40, 47. Chap. 20. 31. All which places do plainly and 
undeniably ſhew the abſolute Neceſſity of Faith in Chriſt 
= Jeſus, or an hearty Belief of the Fundamental Articles of 
the Chriſtian Religion, to all thoſe who are favoured with 
the glad News of the Goſpel. 1 have ſaid thus much, 
not to underyalue the two poſitive Inſtitutions of our Sa- 
viour, nor to encourage the Neglect of them, but to prove 
that a Man who never had the Opportunity, or was 
| afraid, upon an invincible Scruple, or falſe Principle, to 
receive either, might ſtill; upon a true Faith, be entitled 
to the chiefeſt Promiſe of the Chriſtian Covenant. | 


SECTION I. Our Author comes now to repreſent” the 
= deſperate Tendency of that Doctrine, which theſe Seftaries have 
endeavour d to obtrude upon the World. He faith at the Be- 
#  ginning, That the annulling all Baptiſms perform'd by a Preſ< 
=. byterian Minifter, is a thing directly contrary to the Practice 
= nd Opinion of the Catholic Church. And at the Concluſion, 
we are told, That the Senſe and Practice of all the Churches 
= npor the Face of the Earth, muſt be a mighty Prejudice again 
the Opinion of this upſtart Sect. By Catholick Church and all 
the Churches, Mr. Withers can only, according to his own 
Scheme, mean the Reform'd, who have a Presbyterian Go- 
vernmeni: And certainly they do not, and will not diſpute 
*' Prehyterian Baptiſm, who have no other. But 1 fancy, the 
Opinion and Practice of thoſe Churches (which are no more 
than an Hand to the whole Body) cannot be a mighty Pre- 
judice againſt us. For the Churches of Italy, Spain entire, 
with the Popiſh part of Germany, France, Poland, and Hun- 
gary, are Epiſcopal. To which we may add, the vaſt EM- 
1! PIREof Ruſſi a, (which is greater in Extent, than all the 
Popiſh Countries now nam'd) and thoſe parts of the Reform'd 
that are Epiſcopal. Let us add alſo to them, the whole 
L- i Greek C HURC H, the Armenians, Georgians, Mingreli- | 
ans, Facobites, the Chriſtians of St. Thomas and St. John, in 
the Eaſt- Indies, and other Eaſtern Churches, The African 
H TOE too, 


Pf 


foo, the Cophties in Eg Yor, and great, Empire of the Aby 


nes 
in Ethiopia; all which are Epiſcopal, and never own ence i 
Supremacy. of ROME. Now, tho". all thoſe Churches 


which are ſubject to Rome, not only allow, but command 
| Lay-Mens and Midwives Baptiſm; and tho? all the others. 
| which are not ſubject to Rome, ſhould be prov'd to do the 
© fame; yet their Senſe and Practice is only a Prejudice a- 
gainſt us upon the Score of renouncing Lay- Baptiſm. And 


fince there are no Presbyterian Miniſters, nor Men that re- 
tend to the PrieFF's Office without Epiſcopal Ordination in 


| moſt of choſe Churches; with what Honeſty could it be ſaid, 
= that annulling all Baptiſms perform d by a Presbyterian Mini- 
fer, is directly contrary to the Practice and Opinion of the ca- 


tholick Church ? Is not this an Inſinuation, that all, or moſt 
of the Churches are govern'd by Presbyters? And do not 
ſuch little tricking Words, confirm the Generality of Diſ- 


ſenters in their old inſtilPd Notion, that Biſhops are part 
of the Romiſh Corrupt ions; and that they are only to be 


” 


Where of Babylon? 


found in Countries which are Slaves to, or Admirers of the 


Y BUT to paſs on: Mr. Bingham faith, That the Greek © 
and Muſcovite Churches allow Baptiſm by a Zay-mar or 


Woman, in the Caſe of extream Neceſſity: And, to this 
purpoſe, he produceth many Writers, two of which, are 
Pr. Smith and Arcudius, Now Dr. Smith, in the 109th. 
Page of his Account of the Greek Church, tells us, That 
they believe ſuch an abſolute Neceſſity of this Sacrament— as 

that they entertain HARD AND CRUEL THOUGHTS S 


| of the State of Infants, who are by ſome Misfortune deprivd 
of it : To prevent which Milcbief, it is allow'd to Lay-Perſons © 


of either Sex, to baptize, in Caſe of REAL AND CERT AIN © 
D ANGER of imminent Death, in the Abſence of a Prieſt, &c. 

From which you ſee, that ſuch a Baptiſm is only allow'd in 
caſe of a very dangerous Sickneſs ; and conſequently, if it 
ſhould be adminiſtered to one in Health, it would be loox d 

upon invalid, as being unauthor iz d. But farther you ſee, 
that this Allowance is founded upon an Opinion abſurd 
and impious, and confeſs'd to be ſo by all Proteſtants in ge- 
neral; and therefore a Proteſtant Diſſenter, one would 
think, ſhould never have objected the Senſe and Practice 5 
E ee # | © thoſe 


= toe Churches (which in this Particular are Pop/h) againſt 
us. But however; this Charge may not hold againſt. all 
| the Greek Churches; and I have only remark'd, upon the 
Suppoſit ion of their allowing Læay- mens and Womens Bap- 


tiſm in Caſes of Neceffity- But to make the contrary ap- 
pear; Arcudius, a Romiſh Prieſt, who defign'd, by his 
Book, to make the World believe, that the Eaſtern 
Churches agreed with the Roman; yet freely owns, that 


or the moſt part all Gracia, Ruſſi a, Muſcovia, and other 


© Provinces, who after the manner of the Greek Church, con- 


e tinue in the Faith of Chriſt, when a Prieſt is abſent, had 


© rather ſuffer their Infants to die without Baptiſm, than 


ſuffer / them to be baptiz'd by any other; becauſe they think 
that it is not lawful, even in Neceſſity, for Laicks to execute 


© this Office. This Author imputes their Judgment in this 
Caſe, to Ignorance, and calls them erroneous for it; but yet, 
you ſee, he ons the Matter of Fact, that ſuch is their 
Faith and PracticſddGe ONE Fe FT FBS GS.” 


- BUT now the Queſtion is, How can Dr. Smith's and this 


W - Anthor's Account agree? Very well; ſince what Dr. Smith 


ſaith, ſeems to be apply'd moſtly to thoſe parts of the Greek 


Church, which are Tributaries to the Turks: For in his 
Preface, he ſhews how Cyrillus Lucaris, Patriarch of Con- 


ſtantinople, 1621, got to himſelf the Hatred and Il Will of 
the Latinixing Greeks, by oppoſing the Deſigns of the Je- 


its: And from Page 239, and forward of his Book,” he 


ſhews, how by the Inſtigation of the Jeſuits, and Conſpi- 
racy of ſome Greek Biſhops, he was proſecuted, dethron d, ba- 


4 niſh d, and at laſt barbarouſiy murder*d,. in the Year 1638. 
In Page 249, he tells us, how the Romiſh Emiſſaries and La- 


tinixing Greeks bribe the Turhs to get their own Party- men 


ii advanc'd to the Patriarchate, and how the Romijh Ambaſſa- 
d4ors as well as Romiſh Prieſts diſturb and rend that poor diſt- 


reſs'd Church, by corrupting the Greek Biſhops. Sir. Paul 
Rycaut in his Preſent-State of the Greek. and Armenian 
Churches, as well as Dr. Smith, gives a full, and plain Ac- 


count, how the Church of Rome has, by various Methods, 


impos d upon thoſe parts of the Greek Church. And in the 
447th P age, he aſſures us, That /me Friars of the Roman 


Church perſwaded the Armenian Patriarch and Biſhops 
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at Cenftanctrente, to fubſcribe a Confellion agrees 


ble ta the 
Tenets of the Roman Faith A Copy of which, he himſelf 
ſaw and read, as it was deliver'd to him by the Armenian 
| Biſhop. . From which it appears, that Rome is buſy. with |} 
thoſe Parts of the Freek Church : And conſequently, ſince 
$ Arcuding confeſſes, That for the moſt part all Greecia, Muſ- * 
| covia, Ruſſia, and other Provinces, do not allow Lay-Baptiſm 
in any. Neceſſity ; we have teaſon to look upon theſe 
Churches as purer in their Faith, Worſhip, and Practice 
too, than the others. For theſe Hiſtorians aſſure ns, that 
they, who have allow'd the Baptiſms of L4y-men and Mo- 
men, have alſo admitted Articles of Faith drawn up b 
\Romiſh Hands. And is it not a mighty Reputation tc 
Sthoſe who deny Lay-Baptiſm, to have ſuch Precedents, as 
almoſt all Grecia, Ruſſi a, Muſcovy, and other Provinces ? 
And is it not a Diſcredit to thoſe who plead for Zay-Bap- 
iſm, to have the Roman Churches, and thoſe Teduc'd by 
them, Precedents for it? I only endeavour in this, to 
mimick the Humour of thoſe, who always glory, and 
peak terrible, when the greater Number joins them. But 
it may be ſaid, that what I have quoted of theſe Authors, 
| took from the Second Part of Lay-Baptiſm invalid; and 
there being now an Anſwer to it, *tis worth nothing. 
I own, having not the Hiſtorians by me, I took his Ac- 
TLount, and think it worth my Notice, notwithſtanding the 
Anſwer. I have examin'd and compar'd the fourth Chap- 
ter of the Appendix to Mr. Bingham's. Second. Part of the 
Pcholaſtical Hiſtory of Lay-Baptiſm; but cannot ſee an Anſwer 
n ity to what | have taken from Mr. Lawrence's Second 
Part. For allowing what is ſaid of Nicephorus, to be the 
Penſe and Practice of that Church, in which he preſided; 
et it will not follow, that all the Greek Churches had the 
Ame Senſe and Practice too. And ſince Mr. Bingham has 
ot diſprov d, nor ſo much as touch'd upon Mr. Lawrence's 
Wotation from Arcudius, we may ſtill maintain, that the 
reateſt part of Grecia, Ruſſia, Muſcovia, and other Pro- 
inces, are of our Opinion. And now, it will not be im- 
roper to obſerve, that, in ſeveral Synods of the French 
Froteſtart Church, Baptiſm, by an unordain d P erſon, has 


cen allirm'd to be wholly nul and void. . 


br ve) 2 
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te the 80 A ND A L.ziven and taken, there ſhall” be Ser- 
4 Mons preach” d for the better Information of the Peo 10 
„ who ſhall be alſo acquainted with the NULLITV 
_-* ſuch a Baptiſin; And that this may be imprinted 9 8 
* their Hearts, the Child mall be brought poblickly 1 Into 
« the Church, "there to receive the true Bapriſm . 
IN the Ads of the Synod of the French Riſtim WH at 
Ka 156 3, (P. 50.) we find this Article,“ We Miniſters 
and Doctors in the Church of Geneva, accompan A with 
% our Brethren, come from the National Sytiod” of Zyor:, 
« being met together i in the Name of God, after we, had 
« heard that Caſe of Conſcience prop pounded: to us, Whe- 
* ther Baptiſm adminiſtred by, private Perſons without Office in 
3 the Church of C God, ought to be; reiterated of not ? Did Una- 
-nimoully declare this our Jidgment, that ſuch à Bap- 
« tiſm did not in any wiſe ,agree. with the Inſtitution of 
* our Lord Jae Chrif?, and "therefore conſequently Is of 
00 no Force, Power, Validity, or Effect; and that The 
e Child ought to be brought, into the ( "Church 'of "God, 
< here to be baptiz'd : kor to ſeparate | the MiviRtration 
of, rhe Sacraments from the Paſtor's Office; tis as if one 
** ſhould [Tear out a Seal to, make uſe of it. without the 
© "Commiſſion, or Letters Patents, to which it Was affix'd. 
Cy And in this Caſe we muſt yactice that Rule '6t. our 
« Lord z What God hath, joyn' a "together, let 1% Nan put 
405 Zeder. ee for and in the Name of all Rep A 
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MR. Big 115 56 in bis 74 ith Page of EY Ah 7 to the 
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that Calvin allow'd it in ſome Caſes: And to this Purpoſe, 
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15 this, That in his Opinion, i in the State of” the hurc hei 5 Conf 
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« c: Pore you Mr. Withers bis dgment in this Natter, and 
The! make a ſuitable” Ap plication.” 
60.108 1 100 a a Pam blet of his apainſt Mr. Mets . 
ion you'll vio. ſaying, * This Author ſeems extreamly 
wn * Joath, 93 field ſuch a Bupt tiſm to he valid, any more than 
de 100 4 Lay-Man or, iwie: But once, for the ſake 
Wl th e Princeſs Sophia, he confeſſes ſuch 4 Baptiſm wet 
8 to male 4 Chriſtian“. Tis not material what Mr. Agate 
oy b in this Mattet, Whether the Charg e be falle or 


A. rue, t wilkbe tuffi dient to our purpoſe, if i can prove 8 
Toke Rr ty of Lay-Baptiſin from Mr. Withers Remarks. 
s the fiſt place he faith, F If that Maxim, Ou fiers non 
« debet, factum valet, be as univerſally true as he ſeems to 


d 4 F. imply, why will it not hold good tn reſpect of Ordination 
us. as well as Bapriſm ? When the fornjer is given by Pref 
RA * byrers, why may not the Action be. wal: d, as to its Sub- 995 
98 " ; Wage tho e as to its Pertormance?/ Or, why 
ia e ee band 
9 . Heere. row true io and impartial Tea. 43; pres | 1797. | 


| Ibid. b. 42. 
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| © bosld this Rule hold good in oge Caſe, and not in the 
< other? I defy him to give one Reaſon, why Ordinatior 


& by Presbyters ſhould not be as effectual as Baptiſm by 
«' Midwives ? „ So far; he, and ſo far I think very juſt : 
For if the Maxim, What is once done, tho' wnlaw/lly done, be 
valid, is univerſally true, then tis ſo in the Caſe of Ordina- 
lion, as well as that of Bapriſm.: And I add, if it holds good 
in one Caſe, it may in another, and muſt in that which is 
ke it. For, I pray, what is Ordination, but giving a Per- 
on Power, or Right to exerciſe all the Offices that belong 
to a Miniſter of that Order which he is placed in? And 
What is Baptiſm, but putting a, Perſon into the Church of 
Cbri#, and giving him a Right to all the Privileges and 
Benefits of the Chriſtian Corporation ? Now, if Baptiſm 
given by an unauthoriz d Hand be Valid, that is, ſufficiere = 


uy 
2 


to the Perſon fo baptiz d, to all the Purpoſes tor which it | 
vas luſtituted; then, for the ſame Reaſon, Ordinarion gi- 
ven by an unauthoriz'd Hand, is. ſufficient to quality the 
| Perſon, fo ordaind, for the Exerciſe of the Miniſterial 
Office; and he may lawfully Preach, Baptize, &c.. upon 
| phe Strength of that Commiſſion 3, and conſequently, tis 
' Needleſs aud ablurd to inſiſt upon his Ordination again. 
For, as Mr. Withers weil ſays, © "Why may not the Arion Bp 
ten be valid, & ta its Subſtance, the? uncanonical as M's Per- 
« formance. 2”, That is, Why, may not the Or4nation WH 
be good and valid to the Perſon erdained, tho the Ordainer 
| aQtcd without a Warrant? Or, in other Words, Why 
may not a Taxker, Cobler, or Midwiſe, (who have no Al- 
lowance from Scripture, hut are plainly forbid, and ſin 
by doing it) confer as good an Ordination, as he, who re- 
Ceiv d his Authority from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, or their 
Succeſſors? Mr. Withers ends the Paragraph very boldly ;W 
« I defy him to give one Reaſon why Ordination by Presby- 
& ters, ſhould. not be as effectual as Bapriſm by Midwives "i 
Iwill not defy any one to give a Reaſon againſt it; and, 
ſhew why an Irregular Ordination js not as effeRual as an . 
regular [Baptiſm :. But (with all Submiſſion I ſpeak it) if 
I could allow their Baptiſms, I ſhould hardly diſpute thei: 
Or dinat ions : For if a Perſon may be admitted into th. 
Chutch, and entitled to all the Privileges of 9 


the AR of one, who has to Commiſſion and Promiſe from 
hriſt; Pm yet to learn, why a Perſon may not lawfully 
iniſter in the Church, tho” put into that Office by one, 


ho has bo Authority to do iim. 
BU 1 to paſs on. I ſuppoſe, when Mr. Withers ſays, 
1 gcfy him to give one Reaſon, why Ordination by Pres- 
© bycer: ſhould nor be as effeQual,as Baptiſm by Aid i ves,“ 
e means, that no Reaſon can be given, why one ſhould 
ot be as valid xs the other; or, why one Irregular ſhould 
Rot be as good as auother Fregular: But he denies the 
1 ffectuality of Midwives Baptiſm, and (conſequently, if 
f rabyter have no Authority to Ordain, he muſt deny the 
ffectuality of their Ordination and Baptiſe too. Now, to 


1 


Prove this Charge, I ſhall take his own Method; for he 
ys (p. 39.) © *Tis a Marim allow d of by all Expoſitors 
and Criricks, that when a Word or Phraſe is of a doubt- 
ful Signifieation, the Senſe mnſt be found out by a like 
e Word or Phraſe in the fame Author.“ To which Purpoſe 
et us conſider the third Paragraph of the fecond Remark, 
p. 43.) where he fays, I confeſs, that by the Church of 
. ome, Midwives are not only alem d but commanded to 
baptixe Infants, in caſe of great Danger. And then 
„Immediately paſſes his Cenſure thus, © But I could never 
yet ſee one Argument which could tempt me to believe, 
that they are MORE Chriftians AFTER, than they 
„were BEFORE, By which Words he means, that 
y it bey are no Christians after ſuch a Baptiſm; for according 
to him, every one is a Pagan before Baptiſm; and conſe- 
aauently, it the Aidwives Baptiſm has made the Perſon ne 
ore than he was BEFORE, he is a Pagan (till. But this 
iris farther evident from the firſt Paragraph of the ſecond 
Remark, in which he introduces Mr. Apare, ſaying, © Our 
Church thinks not fit to reiterate Baptiſm given by a 
Midwiſe: And then replies, The Church of England 
= has no where thus declat'd it ſelf; on the contrary its 
© 27th Article runs in theſe Words, They that receive 
N Baptiſin rightly, are grafted into the Church. A plain lnti- 
mation, that where Baptiſm is not rightly receiv'd, tis 
not an Inſtrument of grafting Perſons into the Church of 
= Cri, And whatever this Church did formerly, 'tis 
„ e | pe. Very 


Church of againſt the Valli ; 
Baptiſm, and that ſhe is right in that Matter: For his Cor. 


eto be not only dangerous, but, Unlawful. a 


very evident, that for theſe hundred Years, it has bee 
wier than too of ſuch e By which Wor: 
he gives, one plainly to 


_ © it has beenqwiſer thay, to allow of ſuch a Cuſtom. W hich 
Phraſe muſt, mean, that ſhe has for theſe hundred Fears 
j# I 1 u ret oth by 24288 „ a 
vnderſtood Scripture and Antiquity, better, than to fox, 


ſays in the ſecond, Paragraph (p. ibid.] © If we, conſult. 


* accordingly cenfur d in the Apoſtolical 


I advancg thereto L 


is invalid, we are inform'd. in the firſt, Remark before 


by Midwives is invalid; and therefore when he ſays, that 

Mr. Agate cannot give one Reaſon why the Ordination 
; Mould not be as efe&ual as the Baptiſin, he muſt neecſſarily 
mean, that if Precoyterian Ordinat iou be contrary. to Scrip- 
ture, Antiquity, and the Church of England, as he has aſ- 


f 
; 
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alidity of Midmive 


F : 


o underſtand, that 
England 1s againſt. the. * 


cluſin remarkably ſays, © That for theſe hun red Years 


* 


4 underſtands: the Senſe of Abriquity better than t 


1880 


aſtitutions, Wl 
and Impious ; BY 
1 of, this prepoſter- Bil 
* .ous Courle, were univerſally,condemn'd.” , This 1 take 


7 
4 


to be good, Evidence for the firſt.. part of tie Charge, 
45 mely, that Baptiſm. by Miawives is invalid, or not 
, u d be Lally . A 1 


* 
5 e a 


d and that thaſe Herexicks who allgw'd ot, 


4 


4rcanonical Hand, is nat validly Ordain d, and cannot ad- 
Miniſter 3 valid Baptiſm. That an Unſcriptural Ordination 


quoted and conſider d; wherein, he asks many Queſtions; W 
the Sum of which is, That there's as much Reaſon for 
Allowing Presbyterian Ordinations, as. Baptiſm: by Midmives. 
ow. I have fully ſewn from his own Words, that Baptiſin 


_ ferted 


a | . es EO | * * 
3% ͤ ũ ùœò!] 
is may be proved from fome other Places; but ſince 
Fr. Wirhers has declat'd bimſelf, in his laſt Pamphlet againſt; 
Wr. Agate, (p. 125.) to be one of the. Number of thoſe Prote- 
int Diſſenters, Who go under the Denomination of Presby- 
un need fay no more to it; for all; or moſt of them do 
aintain, that no Ordinations conferr d by a Teſs Perſon 
an 2 Fretbyter are valid; and, without doubt, ſo Chief 
Leader, tho? he will not fight, armd with the Scripture 
a the Fathers, for the Divine Institution, and Unaltera- 
eneſf of the Scotiſh, or Gene van Platſorm in ull its Brancher, 
er wil even dare to do it in this Caſe, againſt the Cham- 
: Wor, and Patron of the Chriſtian Rights, for the Security 

S OHH STI. 


f 


a Honour of his own'Order, © COTS | 
BUT further; If Oraination by a Lay-hand be invalid, 
e are nor only excluded from Preaching,” and Or- 
Paininig'others to the AGni977y, but from Buprizzng too, we 
WHave a clear Proof in the following Words. Remark the zth 
Defence, &c: p.44.) © The Church of Exgland ( in the Arti- 
cle juſt now i aſſerts, that Bapriſm ſeals both 
Wc. Pardon of Sin, and Adoption. Now, if theſe Gloriom 
e Privitedges are, in this Ordinance,” convey'd to us, this 
.. muſt be done by, V. rtue "of , 'and in Compliance with, 
ſome Promiſe, which CHRIST hath made us in his Goſ- 
„ pet. Bur thoſe whom CHRIST bath promiſed to b 
„ with, in the Adminiſtration of Baptiſn, ate ſuch, as are 
„ Commiſſion'd by him to Preach the Goſpel" and reach al 
« Nations, as well as to baptize. This evidently appears, 
« to Him that confülts Marth. 28. 19. If therefore, 
CHRIST hath no where commanded E.. Aden, or Wot | 
4 de te baptize, nor promis d te concvr wien them ig 
ſuch an Act, what reaſon have we to expect thoſe bleſſed 
* Advantages, which a due Performance of it will convey 
= << unto us Should I ſteal the O EEN's Great - Seal from the 
„ Lord. Ræeper, and affix it to any Grant or Patent; this would 
te not give mea lawful Title to any Priyitedge, or Honour 


ſo ſu rrepritivuſly P 


r 
» Fr 
LET 


a 


ſo ſurrepritivoſly procur !“. And in the Remark bel 
bee this, he fa, & 1 would ask this Gentleman (p 44. 
id.) Whether (by advancing this Notibn) he has not 


a 
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« done Diſſervice. to his own Character and Function? For 
« if a Tinker, Cobler, or old Woman, may adminiſter a va. 
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by their own Confeſſion, they have no Chriſtian Baptin, M 


can adminiſter a valid Baptiſm. But before 1 do this, 
l muſt not conceal, that the Zutherans and Zuinglians allow 
! Baptiſm by any Man or Woman. Now, Mr. Withers (as 
well as the Churches juſt mention'd ) condemns their Pra- 
Rice, and unchurches many of them into the Bargain: And 
if he be of Mr. Bingham's Opinion, that the Greek Ruſſian, 
and Muſcovite Churches, allow Lay Baptiſm ; then they, 
|| beſides all thoſe who have been baptiz'd by a Lay- Man or 
Midwife, before and ſince the REFOR MATION, fall 
under an heavy Cenſure: 80 that if e Mak 


F 
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be regarded (which do not affect the Merits of a Cauſe, 
Ruürg being TRUTH let what will follow) Mr. Withers 
Wand his Friends are not a little guilty of Uncharitableneſs. 
Our Principle is the ſame, namely, that Lay-Baptiſm is 
invalid; and if more Churches were condemn'd by us than 
by them, this would be only accidental, and would not 
any way alter the Caſe. But on the contrary, ſince we 
Ware afſur'd, that the Greet, Ruſſian, and Muſcovite 
Churches have Biſhaps, and for the moſt part do not allow 
*Baptiſin, but by Perſons Epiſcopally Ordain'd; how can 
Mr. Withers ſay, That we contradict the whole World, and that 

We the Churches upon Earth are again#t ns, when the Greek, &c, | 
are greater than all the Foreign Reform'd, if not greater 
than the Roman Catholick Churches join d to them? Before 
Mr. Withers his Charge holds good, he muſt prove, that 
there are no Biſhops in theſe Churches; or that they are 
look'd upon no more than thoſe, which, he ſays, are 
among the Lutherans, Mr. Withers remarkably ſays, Iam 
the ſecond Inſtance of this Kind, for more than a thonſand _ 
Wears: He might have ſaid as well, more than fifteen 
pundred Tears; for we cannot find in all Antiquity, any 
ootſteps of Presbyters in oppoſition to Bs; and there 
ore we ought not to look into Antiquity tor Inſtances of 
Fenouncing Presbyterian Baptiſm, when there was no Preſ- 
Pier (at moſt but one of Note) who pretended to any 
Fower without the Biſhop; and even be condemn'd for 
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p, Fereſy. And it he baptiz'd after his Cenſure, the AQ was 
e ill valid, becauſe he was ordain'd by a Biſbopz and conſe- 


E 40 N there could not be a renouncing of Presbyterian 
Paptiſm in a modern Senſe, i. e. Baptiſm adminiſter'd by 


S, Frechyter made fo by another of the ſame Order. If the 
w erſon by. the Cenſure was reduc'd to a Lay-Man, then 


1s Paptiſm adminiſter'd by him, would only be Lay-Baptiſm: 
1- Rod if Mr. Withers, with the Aſſembly, ſhould. vacate the 


@r ders of any, unruly Presbyter, I ſuppoſe he would not be 


7, gry at aby one's renouncing ſuch a Perſon's Baptiſm. 
y, IE &:ſheps in the Primitive Church, were only Paſtors of ſingle 
Ir engregations, and not diſtin} from, but another Name 
ll r Presbyters (as Mr. Withers has pretended to prove in, 


is laſt Pamphlet againſt Mr. Agare) tis true there could 


not be a renounting of Presbyterian Baptiſm, when there 
was no higher Order than that of Presbyters to receive it 
from. But this is ſaying nothing. However, ſtill we are 
modeſter than Mr. Withers, in that, if we do contradi@ the 
Primitive Church, and the World,” tis not wittingly, whilſt 3 
he, who acknowledges that both have allow'd Lay Baptiſm, Þ 
plaialy does contradict em, when he pronounces it inva!ia. | 
But 1 affirm, I im not the ſecond nor the third Ii ſtance, 
within theſe Hundred Tears and lefs ; but that many have 
been (as he expreſſes it) 7ebaptiz'd, upon their coming over 
to the Church of Exgland; of which, if he be clamorovs, 
I hall produce ſeveral Inſtances : And this I take to be a 
ſuffte jent Reply to the firſt Sein. 
nl FFT 1 
That this Practice of Rebaptizing is mot dirtttly contrary to F 
13 he Senſe of the Church of England, and to thoſe Meaſures 1 
which ſhe has conſtantly purſu'd ever ffnce the Reformation. 
Now I ſhall firſt give a plain and brief Account of the 
Senſe of the Church of England; and then particularly re- 
ply to what he offers for the Proof of his Aſſertion. 
"AND firſt of all, let us hear the 23d Article, © It is 
not lawful for any Man to take upon him the Office of 
= < publick Preaching, or Miniſtring the Sacraments in the 
c Congregation, before he be lawfully call'd and ſent to- 
execute the ſame: And thoſe we ought to judge law. 
4 fully call'd and ſent, which be choſen and ealled to thi 
e Work by Men who have publick Authority given, unte 
them in the Congregation, to call and ſend Miniſter: 
into the Lord's Vineyard'”. Now when 'tis ſaid, 1. 1 9 
not lawful, &c. it muſt mean, it is not law ful according t 
the Word of God, for any to Preach or Miniſter the Sacra 
| ments, without a Call and Miſſion by an Authority ap 
pointed by the Word or Law of G0 D': For theſe Article 


are calld Articles of Religion; which Title plainly intiſ 
| mates, that they were in the Opinion of the Church, ta 
be believ'd, as taken from the Scriptures, in which ou 

Religion is to be found in its pure and lovely Form. Aud 
to put this out of all Doubt, 'tis ſaid in ſo many Ward 
in bis Majeſty's Declaration (which is prefix'd to the Ar 


WE come now to the 2d Section, wherein he ſays, 


= 
* 


ticlel 


icles) that the Articles of the Church of England do contain 
e be true Dockrius of the Church of England, agreeable to God's 
it Mord. But farther, when tis ſaid, We ought to 
e . judge thoſe lawfully call'd and ſent, which be choſen 
c . and call'd to this Work by Men who have publick Au- 
ſt . thority given unto them inthe Congregation, to call 
„ and ſend Miniſters into the Lord's Vineyard. It muſt 
mean for the ſame Reaſon that rheſe are only /awfilly called 
and ſent, who be choſen and called by Men who: haue Authority 
TX given them from the Scriptures, to ordain Miniſters in the 
Church: And who, according to the Church of England, 
have this Authority to ordain Miniſters in the Church of 
a CHRIST, will appear trom the firſt Paragraph of the 
Preface to the Book of Conſecration and Ordering of Bi- 
ſhops, Prieſts and Deacons. The Words run thus, It is 
L evident unto all Men, diligently reading Holy Scrip- 
X « ture and ancient Authors, that from the Apoſtles time, 
e „ there have been theſe Orders of Minifters in Chriſt's 
Church, Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons; which Offices 
were evermore had in ſuch reverend Eſtimation; that 
no Man might preſume to execute any oſ them, except 
he were firſt call'd, try'd, examin'd, and known to 


8 


* 


' 


have ſuch Qualities as are requiſite for: the ſame z and 


alſo by publick Prayer, with Impoſition of Hands, were 
approved and admitted thercunto by lawful Authority: 
And therefore, to the latent that theſe Orders may be 
continued, and reverently uſed and eſteemed in the 
Church of England, no Man ſhall be accounted or taken 


to be a lawful Biſnop, Prieſt, or Deacon, in the Church 


of England, or ſuffered to execute any of the ſaid Fun- 
« Qions, except he be call'd, try'd, examin'd and ad- 
- mitted tbereunto, according to the Form hereafter fol- 
lowing; or hath had formerly Epiſcopal Conſecration 


or Ordination. This is fo expreſs for three Orders, 


and that none are lawful Miniſters without Epiſcopal Or- 


dination, that it would be triffling to comment upon it. 
And F appeal to the impartial part of Mankind, whether 
the Church of England does not ſet thoſe who have only 
Pre abyterian Ordination, upon the ſume Bottom with Lay- 


nen; The Queſtion therefore to be anſwer'd, is, Whe⸗ 
„ 285 ee ee ther 
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ther the Church allows Baptiſm by a Lay- Hand? And if 
it appears ſhe does not, then the Charge of Diſobedience, 
and ſpittino in our Mother s Face, falls to the Ground, 
AN D to prove this, I ſhall conſider the Article before- 
ment ion'd again; namely, the 23d, where we are told, 
That it is not lawtul for any Man to take upon him the 
» Office of Miniſtring the Sacraments, before he be law- 
fully call'd and ſent to execute the fame”. Now, the 
Law relating to the Miniſtring of Sacraments, is in our 
Saviour's Faltitution of them; therefore tis, by this Article, 
contrary to the very Inſtitvtion of the Chriſtian Sacraments, 
for any Man not lawfully call'd and ſent, to Miniſter them: 
And of courſe, the Diſſenters, who are reckon'd Lay- men 
by our Church, a& contrary to the Inſtitution of the Sa- 
craments, when they adminiſter them. And what will 
make Miniltrations invalid, if their being contrary to the | 
Inſtitution, will not? And I would ask, if the Church 
had ſaid, I. it not Lawful for any other Form to be uid in Bap- 
rim, than that in the Name of the Father, of the Son, and of 
= rhe Holy Ghoſt; whether you would not think the Church 
excluded all other Forms, and adjudg'd Bapriſm aul with-' 
out that Form, as being perform'd contrary to the Inſtitu- 
tion in which that Form was requir'd ? I don't doubt you 
would; and why not in the Caſe of the Adminiſtrator, as 
well as the Form, when ſhe declares, that 'tis not lawful {or 
am Man to adminiſter it, before he be law{ully call d and ſent + 
For the Adminiſtrator is as eſſential and durable a part of the 
# Inſtitution of Baptiſm, as the Form ir felt ; and therefore 
there is as much Reaſon for «lg a Baptiſm perform'd 
by an unlawful Hand, as that without the Form. And that 
the Adminiſtrator is an eſſential part, Mr. Withers confeſſes. 
& himſelf, as is evident from theſe Words; Thoſe whom 
„CHRIS T hath promiſed to be with, in the Admini- 
ec ſtration of Baptiſm, are ſuch as are commiſſion'd by him 
ic to preach the Goſpel, and reach all Nations, as well as to 
Ic. Baptize, This evidently appears to him that conſults 
It. Matth. 28. 19. It therefore CHRIST hath no where 
I commanded Zay-men, or Women, to Baptize, nor pro- 
mis'd to concur with them in fuch an AR; what Rea- 
ſon have'we to expect thoſe bleſſed Advantages, which 


. 
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« a due Performance of it will convey unto us? Should 

c 1 ſteal the QUEEM's Great Seal from the Lord- Keeper, 
and affix it to any Grant or Patent; this would not give 
. me a lawful Title to any Privilege or Honour ſo ſurrep- 


a 


ritiouſly procurd . nnen en, 
BUT to paſs on: The Church in her 26th Article, 
firms, concerning the Miniſter of Baptiſm (which is one 
pf the Sacraments ſhe is there ſpeaking of) that he does 
not Miniſter the ſame in his own Name, but in 
Chriſt's, and by his Commiſſion and Aurhority— That 
the Sacraments be effectual, becauſe of Chriſt's Inſt ity- 
tion and Promiſe *. She aſſerts this, to remove the 
Scruples of ſome People, who might fancy, that the Word 
nd Sacraments were uſeleſs and unprofitable, when a. 
icked Miniſter did officiate. And to give a true Notion 
pf the Matter, ſhe plaiuly declares, that the Cammiſſion of 
he Perſon is the chief thing we ſhould regard; and that 
the Miniſter acts in Chriſt's Name, and by his Authority, 
Vhatever be the Qualities of the Man, the People well 
liſpoſed, ſhall not ſuffer upon that Account: For, as ſne 
_ ys, The Sacraments are effeftual, becauſe of Chriſt's Inſtitu- 
Von and Promiſe, If ſo, then take away the Cauſe, and. 
he Effect muſt ceaſe : The Cauſe of their being effectual, 

S Chriſt's Inſtitution and Promiſe ;, but his Inſtitution of Go ye 
P wanting, when an unauthoriz'd Perſon attempts to 
zaptize (St. Matth. 28. 19. and Article 23 of the Church 
If England). His Promiſe is alſo here no ways concern'd, 
or that [lo I am with you always, &c. ] was made only to 
luthoriz'd Perſons, (St. Matth. 28. 19.) conſequently the 
ncommiſſion'd Baptizer hath neither Chriſt's Inſtitution 
Lor his Promiſe; and therefore his Miniſtration being de- 
kitute of theſe, has not the Cauſe ſufficient to make it 
ffectual by this 26th Artiele of our Church; and the un- 
voidable Conſequence of this is, that ſuch his Miniſt ra- 
lon is in its own Nature ineffectual, and therefore 2 
nd void, becauſe deſtitute of the Cauſe which makes good 
nd valid. And all this is no more than Mr. W:rhers ſays . 
other Words, which at the end of the 23d Article 
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bog a a Sign of Profeſſion, and Mark of Difference, c. but 
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techiſm, ſhe teaches, that a Sacrament is a Pledge to Are 
us of, inward Spiritual Grace; conſequently, that Baptiſn 
Gvhich is a Sacrament) is a Pledge or Earneſt given us, 0 d 


OSD 


Inſtitution and Promiſe; How can Baptiſm be rightly. re · 
ceived, without a law ful inſtituted Hand? And cba 
quentiy, if notrightly received, tis not an Inſtrument, rol I 
of Pledges, can never be validly done by any, k ut the Prin. I 
veal d way, under the: preſent Chriſtian Diſpenſation, for 
ſible Pledge to aſſure us of his Favour, but by means « S of hi 
commiſſion d Subſtitutes: Therefore I conclude, 
Church's Doctrin in this 27th Article, and in her Cate 
1 Baptiſm is not a, Sg", Seal, and Pledge, on God's Fart z 
quently no Chriſtian, Baptiſin; „ and if fo, then urterhſſ 


thing, to which | refer you. 


y 


n 
AE 27th 1 defines Baptiſm. to he, Not only 


« alſo. a Sign of Regeneration, or New Birth, whereby | 
«as by an Inſtrument, they that receive Baptiſm rightly 
are grafted into the Church; the Promiſes of the For. 
4 giveneſs of Sin, and of our. Adoption to be Sons 0 4 
* God, G. are viſibly ſign'd and ſeal d And in her Ca. 


7 


aſſure us of thoſe Infinite Bleſſings before ſpoken of, in the 


27th Article. You ſee, Baptiſm is ſaid to be a Sign, E 
| whereby, as by. an. Inſtrument, they who receive it rightly, are 
i — grafted into the Church And that Far don and Adoption a. 
Wo wi/bly fn d and ſeal d to them. Nom, if ſhe has e 1 
nin the 23d Article, that none can lawfully miniſter the 92-i 3 
craments without a lawful Miſſion. and in the 2 26th, Arti.) 


cle, that the Sacraments are effeual, becauſe: of Sn 


aſt ſuch into the Church, and to . and ſeal to then 
Pardon and Adoption: For / ning, and ſealing, end give 9 


cipal, or his appointed Agent: And there is no other re. 1 


* 3 


God viſibly to ſen and ſeal to us, and give us an outward vi 3 


tis the 1 


chiſm, that Men muſt be veſted with. the Divine Com! 
miſſion to Baptize; becauſe without ſuch a See 


and thereſore not the Baptiſm, which he inſtituted 3 conſe 


invalid. Mr. Mithers his Words pro the very ame 


.THE 37th Article ſays, « Weg give not to our Princelif 4 
« the Miniſtring either of God's Word, or of the Sacra E 


2 aments— but that only Prerogative, Cc. that the 


TY 
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Charge by God, G. The Church, by this Ex- 


our Princes, or, We believe not that our Princes habe the 


4. e. *. For "tis not to be ſippogd that ſhe” gives 
| | Princes chr Prerog ative of Ruling, 18 That Prevop ative 


1 ey have, 'without' any Gift from ber; and that is ex- 


*Þ that ſhe only deſigns to teach us, that fhe believes 


ther Lay-Man: For a Man's being a prince, or pro- 


| 4 


ſhould wile Wh ſatis and' Degrees committed to their g 


eſſion. We give tot, Kt. can only mean, r artriburt hs 


_ 


ower or Authority of Miniſt MM God's Word, or the Sa- 
e 


I Press d in thoſe Words, Committed to thei Charge by God.” 


i rinces have ſuch a Prerogative. Now, if a Prince has no 
ri Power or Right to miniſter the Sacraments; then, no 


i noted 103 Throne, does by no means deprive him of 
Iny Power he had as a Lay-Chriſtian. And therefore, 


i. = our Church does believe that Princes have not the ; 
2 Power of miniſtring the Sacraments; ſhe neceſſarily in- 


ptherwiſe, inferior Lay-Chriſtians are, as ſuch, ſuperior N 
Ppiritual Power, to their Lay-Chriſtian Sovereigns,; which is 


|: eſe of the Church of England, are null and void. 1 could 
ore Confirmation: But ſeeing what L have ſaid, is plain, 


Conſiderations by which he endeavours to uiaintain the 
4 oontrary Aſſertion; and refer thoſe who have a mind to 
read, a full and rational Account of the Church's Do- 


3 riſm null and oil. 120 

E fays, That the Sötth canon exo all Preat het to 
pra h before their Sermons, in fo many Words, for the Catholic ʒł 
church; and eſpecially for the Churches of England, Scotland, 
and lreland: And that in her publick Offices and Forms of De- 
© v0t:0z, two Collefts we have 'conſtantly had for the Reform'd' 
; Churches Abroad, or beyond the Seat. Tis very true; buy if 
By (as 1 have proved from the Articler, and could alſo from 
the Canons and Rubricks, or Rules) the Church of England 
z did a ar That very time declare, that none were lawful Mi- 
2 niſter Sy 


UE Hodes all other 'Lay-men to be deftirnte of this Power ;' 


== bfurd. From all which, tis. evident, that all unautho- 
2 rizd, or Lay-Miniſtrations of the Sacraments, in the | 
r roduce ſome Canons and Rubricks, if this Matter wanted. f 


Wand full to the Purpoſe, 1 ſhall immediately examine thoſe 


Þ Lare, in this Point, to the Book entitled, "Diſſenters Pap- 
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tand could validly, Miniſter the Word and Sacraments : | 


Then, when in /o.zzany Words, the Miniſters are enjoyn'd 


4 
* 


to pray. 


| or the Church of Scotland, and the Reformed Churches | 
abroad, the Church could not mean, that they were proper 1 
and compleat Churches, or Chriſtians, in the Sexſe of be- 
ing validly Baptized: But as they were not a Rout, or confus d 
Altitude, hut had a Government which themſelves thought 
of Divine Inſtitution; or which elſe, they retain'd, be- 
cauſe they could not introduce another; and were Re- 
ferm d from moſt of the Corruptions of the Remiſh (if I 
may ſpeak it) Church; upon that account they were en- 
joyn d to be pray d for as Reformed Churches, And if they 
mean no more, as I have prov'd they cannot, one may well 
uſe them in that Senſe, without Perjury, as Mr. Withers, out 
of the abundance of his Charity, charges upon thoſe who 
have been concera'd in my. Baptiſm. . I ſhall take this Oc- 
caſion to ſay, that no Clergyman, when he: declares his | 
- Ment and Conſent, does, or is oblig'd, to mean, that there 
5 no Improper Phraſe or Word in the Book of Common- 
rayer, but only this, that with a candid, and yet honeſt 
interpretation, it may Lawfully be uſed. And now this 
K Queſtion may not be Unſeaſonable; whether when 
Ar. Withers prays for the Reformed Churches abroad, he does 
not include the Lutherans and Zuinglians, and others of 
* the ſame. Opinion in point of Baptiſm? And it he does 
ss he will not 1 preſume deny) how can he do it ſtrily | 
| and properly, ſince by allowing Lay- mens and Womens Bap- 
tiſm, they not only contradict the expreſs Words oi Scrip- | 
ture, but the Senſe; and Practice of the. Primitive Church, 
and his own judgment enlighten'd and confirm'd by both. 
= But to ſay all at once; if the Church of Eng/od has uſed MB 
= the Word Charch where tis plain ſhe could not, and did 
not mean a True Church, I hope the Diſpute: will drop. 
Well then, in the 19th. Article, we have this Definition 
of a true and perfet Church; “ The viſible Church of 
= © Chriſt is a Congregation of faithſul Men, in the which, 
(the pure Word of God is preach'd, and the Sacraments 
& be duly miniſtred, according to Chriſt's. Ordinance, in 
« all thoſe things that of neceſſity are requiſite to the 
ene r 


925 


fame To which is ſubjoin'd a Remark; viz. ds ſuch 

Churches (naming them) have #rred, ſo alſo bath the Church | 
of Rome erred, &c. Now every one knows, that the 
Church of Rome: has not the pure Word of God preached, nor 
= the Sacraments duly adminiſt er d according to Chriſt's Ordi- 
= 2ance, nor all things requi my and neceſſary to the Conſtitution of 


4 true Church: Therefore, when tis ſaid the Church of 
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Rome, tis ſaid according to the common way of Speaking. 
The Title ot Church, is, what Rome and every other place 
that profeſles Chriſtianity, claims; and what every one 
gives, without meaning that they deſerve that honourable 
itle in all Reſpects. Mr. Withers underſtood this well 
enough (for he once ſubſcribed this Article) but I believe 
| he was a little overgone with Heat, when he vented ſach 
Trifles, to make out his Charge of Perjurx. 

MR. Withers ſays farther, We may judge of the Church of 
Eng land's Senſe, by ber Conduct, or the Practice of the Gene- 
5 5 of the Clergy ana Belge, f rom the nnen to this 3 
Moment. 
EHFirſt of all, HE brings an 3 of one that was al- 
low'd to preach, Cc. when he was only orda ind by a Pres- 
! in Scotland. 

Secondly; THAT ſuch as hw had a Prezbyterian Bap- 
tiſm i in their Infancy, have been allow'd Epiſcopal Confir- 
mation when they came to riper Years, as often as they 
have deſired . 

Thirdly; THAT ſuch have been e to the Com- 
munion almoſt in all the Pariſh Churches. ; 
* Fourthly; THAT Perſons who have only had a Preſ- | 
© byterian opti, have been admitted to Holy Orders. 
Aſthy; THAT the Lords the Biſhops, (ſeveral of 
- them) four: a Declaration down to the Lower-Houſe, de- 
termining, that according to the Judgment and Practice of 
. the Catholick Church of Chriſt, and of the Church of Eng- 
land in particular, if there be "but Water, and the Form 
Ius d in Baptiſm, an irregular Adminiſtrator does not inva- 
4 N and null it. This is the Sum and Subſtance of what 
Ihe ſays; and I think I cannot better anſwer it, than 1 in the 
3 Conde of a late, Author, who had near the 1 ſame e Ob- 
Pekiens thrown agaiuſt him. 
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I have & already endeavour'd to prove, That the 


16 


« not ſilent, but ſpeaks loudly enough to us concerning this 
Matter; and I know of no other Poice of the Church of 
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England, but that. If any would obtrude upon us the 3 


[who are Laicks] was not good and valid before Confir- x 


rr 


* N * 
* : Y > 
V 2 4 £ * 1 
. 


Church in Convocation, whoſe Voice we may ſtill hear if 
we pleaſe, in her Articles, Canons, and Rubricks; 1. 


Practice of Particulur Members, how great and numerous 
ſoever, and call that the Priuciple and Doctrine of our 
Church; before we give him Credit, he muſt allow us 
to compare their Practice with the Church's written 
and publiſh'd Articles and Laws: And if we find Pra- 
ctices inconſiſtent with theſe, we muſt prefer the latter, 
and rejet and bewail the former. Who tells this Au- 


this Principle, that the Baptiſm receiv'd by the Con- 
firm'd Perſons, from the Hands of Drfſenting Teachers 


<= 


Children, who were only baptizd by Lay-Hands ? But 
WHAT if I ſhould affirm, that, tho' during the time 


counts, the Biſhops, when they Confirm'd after the 
e Reſtoration, might not ſuppoſe that any were brought 
J. to be confirm'd by them, but ſuch, as had been Epiſco- 


= - pally Baptiz'd ? And that they did not expect any of 
our Anti-Epiſcopal Diſſenters Children who were 
K otherwiſe Baptiz'd, ſhould be brought to them for Con- 
= firmation? What if I ſhould inſiſt upon theſe things? 
2% Can our Author prove to the contrary? If hecan, 
%%% ͤ QꝓÄd ß 
= HOW does he know, but the Biſhops of that time, 
ſubject to like Failings and Paſſions with other Men, 
were loath, by ſuch diſcriminating Acts, to rouze the 
turbulent Spirit of Rebellion, then but hardly laid aſleep 
by the Reſtoration? What if the Experience they had 
had of Arch-Biſhop Laud's Fate, who was brought to the 
Block by Fanatick Fury, only tor endeavouring to re- 
ſtore and eſtabliſn much ſmaller Matters in the Church, 
might make them not willing to expoſe themielves and 
the Church, to the inſatiable Rage of ſuch mercileſs 
Perſecutors; by their openy and in dirett Terms pro- 
& claiming Anti-Epiſcopal Diſſenters to be not incorpo- 
rated Members of Chriſt's Church? Is it any new 
thing for good Men to be thus intimidated ? ls not the 
great Apaſtle St. Peter, an Inſtance of this Frailty of 
Human Nature? See his Behaviour with reſpect to the 
= Jews and Gentiles, for which St. Paul withſtood him to 
the Face, Gal. 2. 11, 12.— St. Barnabas alſo was care 
& ried away with the ſame Fault, to temporize with the 
"8 Jewiſh Chriſtians ;, for which, St. Paul loudly proclaims, 
that they walked not uprightly, according to the Truth of the 
$8 Goſpel. Indeed, the very beſt of Men, without any 
Affront to their Character, yea, and very great Bodies 
of Men too, have been, ſtil] are, and always will be, in 
this World, liable to Infirmities: And muſt Practices 
Wc onſequent thereupon, be uſed as Arguments againſt the 
Known Laws of that Church whereof they are Members, 
Ind even Governors? Muſt theſe be called ſuch Proofs! 
Wo clear and fo evident! that we muſt. deſpair of Proofs. 
Wt thele are not ſo? This is amazing! But what is nat 
root to thoſe who will have it one? However, to 
| * | | bring 


( ſome who never were baptiz d, either in Reality, or 
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c“ bring this Matter to a ſhort Iſſue. From! particular 
ec Practices to publick Principles, there is no Argument. Let 
« Our Author prove, that the Confirmation of Perſons, 
«<< Baptiz d by unauthorix d Baptizers, is a neceſſary Con- 
a ſequence of our Church's Articles and Laws concerning 
= Baptiſmand Confirmation : And when he has done this, 
then! fairly promiſe him publickly to acknowledge, that 
ait is the Judgment of the Church of England, that un- 
c anthoriz'd Baptiſms, and conſequently our Diſſenters 
e Baptiſms, are good and valid But this he has not yet 
done; and 1 dare further add, that he never will: 
e Therefore, the Church's Laws ſtand againſt him, and 

his Inſtances of promiſcuous Confirmations (among which, 


c 


in Pretence, have been admitted for want of due Enquiry) 
. are no more Arguments of the Church's: Judgment that 
« vnauthoriz'd Baptiſms are good and valid, than the 
„ Confirmation of unbaptiz'd Perſons, is an Argument, 
. that our Church eſteems Baptiſm not neceſſary, as a 
previous Qualification to be Confirm'd by the Biſhop ”. 


IO this I ſhall add, that the Biſhops who ſent the De- 
claration-quoted by Mr. Withers, are for reordaining all | 
= thoſe Diſſenting Miniſters who come over to the Church; 
and have done it; and conſequently they look upon the 
W Precbyterians as Lay-men, whole Baptiſm he has taught we 
not to think valid. But to conclude this Head, I ſhall quote | 
= Canon the 139th, which runs thus: Whoſoever ſhall 
= <c hereafter affirm, that the ſacred Synod of this Nation, 
(44 in the Name of Chriſt, and by the King's Authority 
44 aſſembled, is not the true Church of England, by Repre- IR ' 
= ſentation, let him be excommunicated, and not reſtor'd | 
= until the repent and publickly revoke that his wicked þ 
= © Error”, See alſo Canons 140, 141. by which it ap- 
= pears, that the Senſe of the Church of England is to be 
= judged by thoſe Acts which are made in Convocation, and 
not from the Practices ot any Members or Governours of 
ir. Now, for Mr. Withers to fay, we muſt judge of the 
Lenſe of the Church of England, by the Practices of the 
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Many, or Great; when the Canons ſay quite contrary, is 
a ſhrewd Indication, that he never look'd upon cheſe laſt 
4nons, or that he had a mind to impoſe upon the number. 
eſs Vulgar. And this eſpecially confirms me in the laſt 
Opinion, that when Mr. Agate is introduc'd, ſaying, Our 
Church thinks not” fit to reiterate Baptiſm given by a Midwife y 
he ſmartly replies, Nhat Church ? Ihe Church of Eng- 
c [and has no where thus declar'd its ſelf; On the contrary, 
« its 27th Article runs in theſe Words, they that receive 
« Baptiſm rightly, are grafted into the Church, A plain in- 
e timation, that where Baptiſm is not rightly receiv' d, 
4 tis not an Inſtrument of graſting Perſons into the 
Church of Chriſt And whatever this Church did for- 
« merly, tis very evident, that for theſe Hundred Years, 
„it has been wiſer than to allow of ſuch a Cuſtom”. 
From which you ſee, that he then thought the Church of 
England ſpoke by her Articles, and not by the Practices of 
any Members or Governours. And if he did not think ſo, 
why had he not ſaid thus? The Church of England bas no 
where thus dec lar d it ſelf; but on the contrary, the Practice 
and Opinion of moFt of the Clergy run counter to your Aſſer tion. 
And pray obſerve his Concluſion, Whatever this Church did 
= formerly, &c. Which Words muſt neceſſarily have reſpe& 
to the Alteration of the Rubrick made by King JAMES. 
the Firſt, and confirm'd afterwards in CONVOCATION ; 
For we know, that ſome of the greateſt Men in the Church 
did then, and have ſince, plainly declar'd the Validity of Wo- 
= men's Baptiſm; and the Declaration before conſidet d, makes 
the Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm not eſſential: So that many of 
her chief Members and Governours have not been wiſer 
than to allow of ſuch a Cuſtom : And therefore he means the” 
Church of England in a proper Senſe, as ſhe ſpeaks in her 
= Articles and Rubricks, Now, when he had fo retorted 


upon Mr. Agate, how could he, with any Colour of Honeſty, 
play upon us the Opinion and Practice of the Clergy, as the 

= Senſe of the Church of England? But different Times and 
& Occaſions muſt be nicely regarded; and a Man that cannot 
book and talk two different Ways with an Air, is now- 
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7 a-days hiſs'd for a Fool. 


* A * N 
4 , A 
7 4 2 
* 4 


Bu to go on. In the zd Section he ſays, That it it av 
Acfront to the State, as well as to the Church. And is not the 


* 


Diſſenters keeping off the Church, an Affront too? For 
are not all lately excluded from Offices, but thoſe who join 


in Communion with the Church of England? And does 
not that Act ſhew, that the Queen, Lords and Commons 
inſiſt upon their being no longer Diſſenters from the Eſta- 
bliſh'd Church? _— the Diſſenters think themſelves: 
oblig'dito alter their Principles upon that Account? Nay, 


but all Perſons in Places of Truſt, are oblig' d to take the Sacra- 
mental Teſt; and ſome haue been advanc d to the higheſt Sta- 
tiont, and have had the good Fortune to be efteemed the beſt Sup- 


porters of Monarchy. and Epiſcopacy, who have had their Birth 
and Education in Diſſenting Families, | But if this Doctrine gets 
Ground, the Queen nuit firit ask leave of the Parſon of the 
Pariſu; and ' twill be in the Power of 4. few peeviſh Clergymen, 
to lay an Embargo on the Prerogative, & c. Tis ſtrange that 
one, who has recommended Reſiſtance in an Hiſtorical 
Narrative, ſhould talk of cramping the Queen, and infring- 
ing the Prerogative. Muſt a Man ſhipwrack his Conſci- 


ence, and betray the Church, to pleaſe the State? Would 


Mr. Withers receive one known to be baptiz'd by a Lay- 
man, or Woman, to the Sacrament, becauſe he was re- 
quir'd by the State? However, in ſhort, I would be obe- 
= to all things lawful; and when I could not honeſtly 
obey, I would endeavour quietly to ſubmit: For I had ra- 

ther loſe a Place, than give up any thing that Chriſt has 

expreſly, or by neceſſary Conſequence, commanded. ' But 


1 belicye no one need fear, under this, or any pious Go- 


vernment; to diſcharge his Duty. If any | Man, or Men, 


| make an humble Remonſtrance, why they cannot receive 
| ſach to the Communion, without doubt there would be a 


Diſpenſation; eſpecially, fince ſo many other Clergy-men 
who are of a different Judgment, could perform the Com- 
mandas well. And farther, if all the Clergy, or the Ma- 


| -jority of them, were diſſatisfy'd in it, I don't doubt, but 
as the Government can take Men into Offices without ſuch 


a Qualification, ſo it would. And this is plain from the 
Deſign of ſuch an Injunction, which was to engage Men to 


have 
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ave a peculiar Regard to that Church, thro' which they 
aſs'd to their ſeveral Poſts of Honour and Service- 


IN the 4th Section, 'tis roundly aſſerted, That our 
practice makes very much againſt King Charles the firſt. 
To which 1 anſwer, That ſuppoſing he was Baptiz' d by a 
presbyterian Miniſter, yet, if you conſider what I ſaid in 
rhe Beginning, we need not take off his Crown of Martyrdom, 
or blot his Name out of the Engliſh Calendar. I find, that 
hat he has ſaid here, is in a manner the ſame that he ſaid 
in his Defence of the True and Impartial Account; and 
herefore I refer you ta Mr. Agate's Reply to it, inhis Plain 
Hrutb, or an Anſwer to the Defence, (Part I. p. 57.) Iſhall 
only ſay this, that King 74M Es, as is well known, was 
ſo great a Friend to Epiſcopal Miniſters, that if there 
ere any at that time (the contrary of which is not yet 
rov'd) they would not have been over-look'd by him. 
ing CHARLES himſelf was well perſwaded of the Di- 
vine Inflitution of Epiſcopacy ; and if he had been alſo as 
ell perſwaded of the Invalidity of a Baptiſm adminiſterd 
Eby an unlawful Hand, I ſhould, I doubt not, have had him 
for my Example. But he ſeems to have been of Opinion, that 
Baptiſm when given by a Woman, is valid; tho? at the 
ſame time affirming, that * none ought to do it but lawfur 
Miniſters, and that a lawful Miniſter was abſolutely. neceſ- 
ſary to the Sacrament of the Euchariſt. Mr. Withers, 1 
preſume, will not inſult here, ſince he condemns that Opi- 
nion as much as we. But *tis an Affront to differ from 
any great Man, when that different Judgment falls hard 
pon him and his Friends. In ſhorr, however the Caſe: 
ſtands as to King Charles, I ſee no Reaſon to alter my Prin- 
Kciple. I ſhall ever remember him with all the Veneration 


> [{Ehatis due to ſo great and good a Prince, notwithſtanding, 
a the Suppoſition of his want of a valid Baptiſm. In fine, every 
n honeſt Church-man will commemorate him as a Martyr, 
or the pureſt Faith, and the beſt Church in the World; 


and learn to imitate his moſt Chriſtian Courage and pa- 
lence, in ſuffering all Barbarities, even to Death, ra- 

her than ſacrifice a Cauſe which deriv'd it ſelf: from 
Heaven. „ eie IN 
See the King's 2d Paper to Mr. Henderſon. 


Prince. The Queen was pleas d to accept him for hen Ron 


Church; tor by that Conficement, a Separation is made 


*IN the ky Section, Tor am, That it e n „ et 7 
preſent Majeſty, and arraigus her Conduct. Mr. Withers 
very complaiſant and ſweet upon the Queen and the lat 


"© Fn ds — 


Conſort : Nor did ſhe ever repent her Choice; and we all look 1 | 
upon * Highneſs as a virtuous, religious Prince. We knoy 3 
* Matter of Fact, and diſpute not his Virtue and Piety 
But what then? Becauſe the Queen accepted him for her“ = 
Conſort, and he behav'd himſelf exemplarily in that, and 
all other Relations; muſt we attribute to the Prince 
what he never had? Beſides, is he ſure, that the Prince # 
did not receive his Baptiſm from a Lay-man's, or. Wo 
man's Hand, both which ate allow'd in that Church? Ii 
he did, he is no Chriſtian in Mr. Witherss reckoning: 80% 
that upon his own Scheme, the Prince's Chriſtianity is pre. 
Cat ious and uncertain: And wi he dare to arraign thel y 
—_— 8 Conduct? 7 1155 kak : 


IN the 5th Section we are told, that this new hwy 1 f 
ſchiſmatiral. To this Purpoſe he quotes Dr. & illing fleet, w toll ; 
ſays, That whatever confines, muſt alſo divide the 


& between the Party confin'd, and the other; which Se. 
4 paration muſt be made by the Party ſo limiting Chriſti. 

„ an Communion ”. Taking it as quoted, 1 own, that 
whoever confines, or denies, any Body of Men to be ai 
True Church, muſt alfo divide the Church; becauſe the 

Party ſo confining,mulſt neceſſarily ſeparate from the Party 

| eonfin'd or limited. What follows? Did not the Presbyteriani 
do ſoat the Reformation? And don't they think they did 
well in it? And muſt we be condemn'd, becauſe we carry 
the Matter a little farther, and not only think the Church 3 
of Rome very bad, but them not ſo good as they ſhould be? 

_ Separating and Limiting is a Duty ſometimes ; and whoever 
does ſeparate, or confine, when it is a Duty, deſerves not 

a Cenſure, but the higheſt Encomiums. But before 
Perſons ſeparate, or confine, they ſhould well conſider, 
and debate with themſelves; for to ſeparate from a true 
Apoſtolical Church, tho the State ſhould not e | 

| us 


Whbut forbid Communion with it, isa. Crime not en 
Wis: commoaly imsgia d. Bat he ſays, eee 
ne ſeparate fromthe Reforns d Chyrcbes, but from aur, own 
urch alſa, to which we pretend to be united. HH wio?.. We 
Al without; the Conſent, and contrary to the brate and De 
laration of the Biſhops and Governogrs; and we get many, of. 
We be Clergy and Laity, and thoſe whom the! Spiritual, Exthers are 
ach to receive. Whar then ? Becauſe ſome,a& upon mi- 
Wtaken Principles, muſt we, contrary to the greateſt Evi- 
Nences, follow them? Or, becauſe ſome act ill, muſt we 


11 
i 


Js pretty Doctrine indeed. But the Seuſe of the Church 
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Wis, and maks-a brief Animadverſion upon it... 


We the Original of which, was a Squabbſe about a % Bi- 
e ſhoprick:, There being à Vacancy in the Sce of Carthage 
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bap- 


Tard by 4 bft Miniſter, th o'they © come RPE the C ie Qar- 

[ Yer of r r Nur. T3. 7; "A " +: | 
J STI IE OTST 0s en l TONE 4 | 1 1 1 
IN the Jan Section, weefe told, That this New DaBtrine | 
YG bas: 4 Tendency ro\weaken the Prote ſtant Succeſſion,. as hy Lam 
7 . d in he Houſt of Hanover. Why ſo? Becauſe they 
T could not have any more than a Presbyterian Baptiſm; 
And I ay, they might not have as much, but only Baptiſm 
by a Lay- man, or Woman ;, the Validity: of both: which, 
Mr. Withers denies: And will he offer to advance av Do- 
Arine which tends to weaken the Proteſtant ducceſſion? 
= 1 wiſh. this Doctrine has not been eſpouſed in Print by 
9 Mr. Withers to aliena!e Mens Minds from a Proteſt ant Suc- 
ceſſor, and to teconcile them to a Popiſn Pretender. But now 
l cchiak of it, not only the Elector of Hanover might be Bap- 
I me by a confeſs'd Lay-man, or Woman, but the pretender 
too; tor in both Churches ſuch Baptiſin i is allow'd, and in 
1 ches Church of Rome commanded So that tis a foolĩſn and 
malicious Cant to ſay, Theſe' Notions haut been eſpons'd with 
/ much Zeal, to 55 Hens Minds from 4 Proteſtant uc. 
= cor, and reconcile them to the Pretender ,, ſince his Baptiſm 
is as precarious and uncertain, if not more, than that of 
the other. But ſoppoſing it was certain, that the Pre- 
tender was validly Baptiz d, and the other not; muſt we 
give up what we are perſwaded i is Truth, for the ſake of 
that great PERSONAGE, on whom the CROWN 
is entail d? No ! not if my Queen was involv'd in the ſame 
unbappy Circumſtances; my QUEEN, I ſay, whom 
8 I tonour, and _— ſerve: at a ane, of 9 12 LP 

Sul. 1270 
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IN the $th. Seftion, we are told, E bat 40 ervatef 
| Miſchief of all, is, that the Practice of theſe Gentlemen 
renders every Man's Chriſtianity precariom, and abſolutely 
uncert ain. Now would ask this Queſtion, If Mr. Withers 
his Notion of Lay-baptiſm being invalid, prevails; 5 whe- 
ther we art not all alike leſt 10 the uncovenant ed Mereies of 
God ;, at leaſt, that no Man liuing, can have any Aſuranct to 
the contrary: ? After all that we have done, or can do, we mut 
live 4 in meer «v4 be Ke with N Doubts. 
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Which 1 tharoptoue't 5 There abe, "of hide wary p anichight 


ftratimu are, all Nullitier: An all thoſe who have been either 
the Gaſpel 


not thought fit to quot 


the Diſlenting Teachers, many who hate had no other 
than Lay-baptiſm. Nom, if theſe are no Chriſtians, *tis 
Srapaſſeble they Jhould he Chriſtian \Preeftis.\> Their Admini- 


mediately;u# immedintely Baptix d by ſuch, muſt he excluded 
Covenant. Before I can know my ſelf. à Chri ſtian, 
muſt be ſure; that the Prieſt who apt id d me, had himſelf a 
PrecbyterianBap tiſm: I muſt have the ſume Certainty in relation 
to een; and ſo of call bis \Predeceſſars; up to the Apoſtles 
themſelves.” If there be but one broken Link, it renders the 
whole Chain uſileſs: Ts there any one Man among the Dillens 
ters, or u Earth, ho can pretend to ſuch a Certainty as this 8 
And van Mr. Withersand his Friends haue any other than an 
uncertuin Title to the Chriſtian Name ? Ton ſee, dir, into what 
a Labyrinth Mr. Withers has brought himfeH and his 
Friends nor ran he and they becher ounby . 
CI ns £ 8 Mit dun AN ee 10 AITE 


4 * 4 90] 


« $05 40 —.— le a Other Virtues 
are neceſſary indeed, in relation to himſelf, to recoms 
« mend him to God's Favout ; but that nothing is requiſite 
to refiderhis Adminiſtration valid in relation to ot bers, 
95 give only. that he has a lawſul Commiſſion ??, I ewn 
this is Mr. Laurences Aſſertion: But ſince: Mr. Withers has 
e the Sum and Subſtance of his Ar- 
gument, I ſhall do it for him at large. 
e * Chriſtian Baptiſm 1 is certainly a Pate Qualification 
for Holy Orders; and that it is no more than a Perſonal 
. Oary: Linfer trom hence, becauſe all Chriſtians are equally 
&. bound to be Baptiz d, Miniſters as well as People; and 
64 ir cannot be prov'd that it is more the Duty of the one 
than of the other, to be Baptiz d. If it be ſaid, yes 
t it is, becauſe there muſt of Neceſſity be a Chriſtian Miz 
4 2 5 Oey there: can n a e 9 This 
2 1 is 


* 


wo — — — - | 
2 Arend. X to lr Papriim l p. 
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134 to 137. 


> 
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is at aca T: It is renn true there muſt be ſo: But 
it does not therefore follow that he is not a Chriſtian Mi- 


cc 


the Commiſſton, that makes him u Chriſtian Miniſter, 


niſter, it he is unbaptiz'd; for tis not his Baptiſm, but 


one ſet apart to Miniſter in the Divine Offices of the Chriſtian 


Religion. His being Baptiz'd, is not his Commiſſi on; for 
if it is, then all Baptiz d Perſons are, as uch Con 


Officers of the Church; and ſo there is no nee oft any 


other Ordination, which is abſurd, and CONtraryito! => 
Principles upon which this Objection is rais d. 

his being Baptiz d, is no inſtituted eſſential pare FI his 
Commiſſion, for, if it be, then all Baptiz d Perſons, as 


ſuch, have one inſtituted eſſential part of a'Commiſſion, 
thoꝰ not a whole Commiſſion ; ; which is alſo abſurd; —— 


a Commiſſion is but one thing, and the eſſential] 
thereof cannot be ſeparated without Violence ane De 
ſtru@ion to the whole; and therefore all Baptiz d Per- 
„ ſons, if they have one efſential part of a Commiſſion, 


muſt have the whole; which brings us back to the firſt 


* Abſurdity : And conſequently Baptiſm it ſelf, being no 
conſtituent eſſential part of his Commiſſion or Oidina- 
tion, he who is deſtitute of Baptiſm is not, by reaſon 


of that Want alone, deſtitute of Holy Orders. If it be 


te obje ted, that while he is unbaptiz'd; he is out of the 
e Church: And how can he, who is not of the Church, 


admit another by Baptiſm into the Church? 1 anſwer, 
The? he is out of the Church with reſpect to any Bene 


* fits to himſelf, yet not with reſpect to the Spiritual Be- 
nefits, he has Authority and Commiſſion mediately to 


convey to others: For, a Man may be 4 true Meſſenger. 


to carry that Good to another, which he himſelf nei. 


ther does, nor ever will enjoy. A Maſter of a Family 


| may ſend a Neighbour, or a Stranger, who is not of his Fa- 
" ily, and give him full Power and Authority to adopt 


0 


and enter into his Family, ſome poor, deſtitute, Oh 
phan Children, whom he commiſerates. And tho' that 


% Stranger be not of the Family himſelf, yet his adopting 
« thoſe poor Children into that Family, ſtands good, be- 


e cauſe the Maſter of the Family fent and impomer a him to 
de it. And this Feake to be "ny parallel to the Caſe in 
8 Hand 


&. Hand And therefore, he who is not of the Church, be. 


„ « cauſe unbaptiz d ma truly admit a perſon into the 
Wickedneſs, is deſtitute of the Holy Ghoſt, can conwey Ml 


. 
ce 


0 


c in the Miniſtration of any Sacrament; ſo neither 


A bis having receiv d that Sacrament, ſiguify any thing to 
da me for the Validity thereof, when he adminiſters it to 
de Me by Hirtue of a Divine Commiſſion explicitly given to him. 
FT 4 eee is that which makes the Mini- 3 
ſtrat ion nat his, but God's own Act; and as ſuch (wir- ME 


the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt by bis Miniſtration of Sa- 

eraments, to others: For, as tis not the Perſonal Holi- 

eſe of the Adminiſtrator, that conveys Holineſs to me ( 
does 


ent any other | appendant - Cauſe). tis good and Valid. 
1 holy Men, viz. his Apoſtles, who cannot be prov'd to 
i tec haue been Baptiz, d in the Name of the Trinity before his Re- 


«þ ſutrection; and one ot them, Judas Iſcariot, a Thief, 


„Devil in his Diſpoſition, to the Adminiſtration of Holy 


c 2 EY: s . * I 
things; as if he would thereby teach us, to look with 


\ Fg 0 


Faith on bis Authority only, without confiding in any ot 


d of the Jewiſh C 


c the beſt Accompliſhments of thoſe on whom, he has con- 


cc ferrd it. Men do but look back to the Condition 
zurch, during their forty Years ſojourn- 


. 
— 


e intz in the Wilderneſs, we ſhall find, that none of, them 


WO ee Circumcis d in all that Space of time; and tho 


„rbe Uncircumciz'd was by God's on Appointment 


be ent e from among his People; yet the Miniſtry of thoſe 
& Frieſts and Levites, who were born in the Term of thoſe 
UW forty Years, was not null d and made void for their 
d Want of Circumciſion; which. doubtleſs was as much, 
neceſſary to qualify them for Holy Orders, as Baptiſm 


is now to qualify our Chriſtian Prieſts. 


IN Anſwer to which we are told, That an Officer mu 
not orly have a Commiſſion, but that the Subject be capable off 
being inveſted with it. And to this Purpoſe we have our 


Saviour's Commiſſion produc'd, and remark'd upon thus; 


The Apoſtles were oblig d, firſt to Teach and Baptize, and then 
to tale gare for the Perpetuating their Succeſſion: For, LL, 'M& 
am with you (ſays our Saviour) to. the end of the Morld .- 


with 


a, 


1 
pith your . Wal kee, to aſp aha boſs au 1% and with 

hoſe who being taught and baptix d, eb cen Tok yon 11750 . 
Merial Function. In the next place, he refers us to the two 


Epiſtles of St. Paul to Timothy 5 "Which Sacred Records (ſays 
e) may not improperly" be ſti 1 4'rboſe credential Letters, by 
Which the Einb aſidors of the Prinet of Prate are 7 
hemſelvts in the Execution of their Office. Tit expriſly' ſala 
t Tim. 3. 6.) That Miniſter mat not be 4 Novice, ions 
wy Baptie'd's And (2'Tim. 2. 200 Timothy is enjoy md by 
Pt. Paul, to commit the things that he had heard of him, to 
Ws Men, who (he ſays) were call d by no other Names in 
the early times of Chrrſtianity, before Baptiſm, than thoſe' of 
Vu echumens aud Candidates And the Apoſtles and Primi- 
Ee, Church conſtantly obſerv'd That Method ot Ordaining 
thoſe only, why were Val, an is _ Communion: with 
- he Church. 29113 
NOW, to this Viay; chief 1 believe ther was our 
Þleſſed Saviour's Deſi ign, the Apoſtles ſhould not only com- 
miſſion Baptiz'd\ Perſons,” but the 'be## Chriſtians; -and 
Trat a Novice in the Greet Word, \ ſignifies" one — MN 
: red; and in Scripture” Language; one newly born of 
Vater and the Sirit, i. e. Baptixed; and that by Faithful, 
1 for the moſt part mean't thoſe who were Bai d, 
ad in full Communion with the Church; and that the 
[apoitles, and the mo## Primitive Church, by what appears, 
| ever knowingly practis d otherwiſe : But what then ? 
Hecaule our SAVIOUR directs the Apoſtles' on whom 
hey ſhould confer Ordination; and the Apoſtles directed 
| Pibers! in the ſame manner, a and gave an unexceprionable 
Example in the ſame Caſe; does it follow, that whatever 
| n Officer does otherwiſe, is null? Becauſe an Officer 
: ſhould ordain the beſt Men, muſt the Ordination be null 


7 and void, if, thro Ignorance or Careleſneſs, he ſhould or- 
* ain ſome Who were criminal in their Opinions and Pra- 
ur 


Dou would conſider that Chapter, from the firſt Verſe to 
the 14th; for there we are inform'd of the ſeveral Virtues 
= Biſnop and a Deacon muſt be furniſh'd with; and the ill 
Conſequences that will probably happen, if they are' not. 
Now being a Novice, is reckon'd among the reſt Pons 
Perſona 


Aices? And ſince he has quoted 1 Tims. 3. I deſire that 


This is Theephylachs Interpretation. And, ſpeaking of the 


Perſonal. Qualifications 5: and why this ſnhould not be a per. 
ſonal Qualification too, I cannot ſee any Reaſoon. 
Bu that 1 may make this plain, I ſhall give a Para. 

Phraſe on three or four Verſes. The Apoſtle ſays, Not 4 

Novice, leaft being lifted, up. with Pride, he fall into the Con- 

demuat ion of the Devil, (Verſe 6.) Not one but newly 

inſtructed in the Faith, and receiv'd inte the Church, leaſt 

o great a Dignity, ſo ſuddenly beſtowed on him, may 

tempt; him to Pride and Vanity; and by that means bring 

the ſame Ruin upon him, as befel the Devil. Moreover, 
he mut haue a good Repurt of them which are without; let he 
fall into Reproach, and the Snare of the Devil. (V. J. )i. e. He muſt 
alſo be a Perſon of good Reputation, and under no Re. 
un among Uabelievers for his former Life; for if he 


yin, A 1 a.” bod Ay nl. ood 
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rn 


there will be Danger of his being contumeliouſly us d 
by them: And this the Devil will make uſe of to enfnare 
others, to give them Aver ſions to the Doctrine of ſuch a 
Man, who is under ſo much Scandal for bis former Life 


eee 


* 


Deacon, he ahs, Likewiſe chen n be grave; nar dull. 
tongued ; not given to much Mine; not greedy of filthy Lucre; 
holding the Miſtery oſ the Faith in à pure Conſcience, (V. 8. 
9.) i. e. They muſt not be given to thoſe Vices, but be Or- 
thodox in their Faith, and live pure Chriſtian Lives, ac- 
cording to the Doctrine and Directions of the Goſpel; And” 
in the next he adds (V. 10.) — And let theſe alſo firſt be prov- 
ed; then let them uſe the;Office of a Deacon ʒ being found blame- 
= leſs. i. e. Before any be taken into Holy Orders, let 
W them be well known, and hy Teſtimony. be approv'd for 
Sufficiency, Picty, and good Behaviour; and then, being 
found blameleſs, Perſons of good Report, let them be ad- 
mitted. By this you ſee, that the Apoſtle ſpeaks as much, 
if not more, agaiuſt Timothy Ordaining a Vicious, or He- 
retical Perſon, than a Nyuice. For, when he ſpeaks of the 
Novice, tis to this Effect; Not a Novice, leſt the poor 
Man ſhould not be able to bear it. Tis the Apoſtle's 
Eindneſs to the Perſons, of that Character, that puts him 
upon dehorting Timothy from Ordaining any of them; 
ſor they being but lately come from Heat heniſm, and ad- 
mitted into the Chriſtian Church, *twas likely many of 
| 5 | | D them, 


m; 
ad- iſh d 1 : whe 
y of a/s, He could haue no Commiſſion 0 or dain 4 Perſon who never 


zem, 


them, if they had been promoted to the Miniſterial Office 


+7 


ſo ſoon, would not have been able to keep themſelves, 


E within the Bounds of Humility; and ſo would have ex- 


poſed themſelves to the juſt Indignation of GOD. And 
cis obſervable, that as in the 2d Verſe, the Apoſtle. ſays, 
A' Biſhop. muſt be 'blameleſs ; ox, according te the Greek, 
Word, It is fit and neceſſary that à Biſhop be blameleſs,. & c. 
ſo at the 7th Ver ſeʒ which concludes the Directions for 
making a Biſhop, he uſes the ſame enforcing Word. A plain 
latimation, that the Apoſtle thought à good Converſa- 
tion a neceſſary Qualification; and that Hereſy and an evil; - 
Life, unfitted a Man for Orders more than any thing elſe. 
'Tis no leſs obſervable, that after the Apoſtle had ſald, 
that the Deacons muſt be grave, and be free from ſuch and 
ſuch Vices; and that they ſhould be Orthodox in their 
Faith, and Holy in their Lives; he charges Timothy 16 this 
manner, And let theſe alſo fir be proved, and then let them 
ſe the Office of a Deacon, being found blameleſs. (V. 10.) In ſhort. 
then, Timothy was not to ordain a Novice, for fear his Ex- 
altation ſhould make him proud, and endanger his Salva- 
ion: And he was not to ordain any, but choſe who were 
reputed to have beer, and to be Orthodox in their Faith, and 
ure in their Lives, left Jyfdels ſhould be harden'd and pre- 
udic'd againſt, Chriſtianity, and Chriſtians infected and 
miſled. ,, We muſt not overlook Mr. Mitherss Words: 
F Timothy (ſays he) was forbidden to lay Hands upon one 
ut lately bapt ix d, we may well argue a Fortiori, that he could 
ave no Commiſſion to ordain a Perſon who never was Baptis 4 
t all. .. I ſhall obſerve by the way, that Timothy was for- 
id only to lay Hands on ſuch an one, in order to make 


Pim a Biſhop; and for this Reaſon, that a place of ſuch 


onour and Authority in the Church, might be a Snare to 
im, and occafioa his Ruin: For a Baptiz*a Perſon, accord- 
g to Mr. Mithers, might, without any Abſurdity, have 
een made a Chriſt ian Prieſt or Biſnop: So that when he 
ys, Timothy was forbidden to lay Hands on one lately Bap- 
d; he only means, that Timothy would have tranſgrefled 
he Apoſtles Directions, and been much to blame, if he 
ad made ſuch an one a Biſhop: And therefore when he 
Was 


t 


guilty of doing what he forbid: For a Fortiori, we may 


was Baptix d, he can only conſiſtently mean, that he 


would, if he did fo, tranſpreſs the Apoſtles Orders, and be 


* 
þ 


conclude. that if the Apoſtle would not have a Perſon i 


lately Bapt ix d, he would not have a Perſon «nbaptiz'a, or 4 


a Carechumen made a Biſhop. But if Mr. Withers thinks 


that a Perion lately Baptix d, and conſequently a Perſon an- 
 baptiz?d, could not have been validly otdain'd, when the Bi 


"I 
7 
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Prohibition of the Apoſtle was in Force againſt him; then 


a Perſon who had not been Blameleſs, or Orthodox in the 


Faith, and pure in his whole Converſation, was alſo 'inca- 


pable of a valid Ordination: For if he was commanded by 
the Apoſtle to ordain ſuch as were unblamable, ſound in 
their Faith, and pure in their Converſations; then "wel 
may conclnde, that he had no Commiſſion to ordain fuchy 
& as could not anſwer that Character. And ſuppoſing that 
W Timothy made diligent Enquiry, and had receiv'd a good 
Character of them, and ſo ordain'd them; yet tis poſſibiim 
there might be Partiality in the Account that he had, and 
the Perſons not be what they were repreſented. It may bm 
reply'd, that's nothing to the Purpoſe : I think very much 
ice tis not the Or4ainer's knowing the Perſon to be late 
I; Baptiz'd, or Unbaptiz'd ; Heretical, or Wicked; bu 
the Perſons being either, tho' unknown, that makes tl 
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lately, or never Baptiz'd, and, as 1 have ſhewn too, % 

Perſon that is, or has been corrupt in the Faith, and ll 

his Conyerſation, is an uncapable Subject, and wants 
Indiſpenſable Qualification; and therefore, if Timothy, on 
any other Officer, had laid Hands on a Perſon who had al 
we of theſe Defects, tho* not known at that time, thei 
would have been no Power or Commiſſion conferr'd; ail 
_ conſequently all the Miniſtrations of ach a Perſon wer 
_ Wholly ineſſectual: And how could the Ordainers be full 
they never ordain'd ſuch a Perſon? And how could tl 
People be ſure they had not, at ſome times, ſuch a Mi 
BU x, todiſprove this Notion effectually, we had neg. 
only conſider, (1 Tim. 5. 21, 22.) [charge thee before 0p 
and the Lord Jeſus Chrift, and the Elect Angels, that _—_ 9 


a= 


1 


104) 


,o the things, bi preferring one bef pre another, doing 
1 ot hing by Partiality. Lay Hands ſuddenly on no Man, nei- 
ber be Partaker of other Mens Sins: Keep thy ſelf pure. In 
this Chapter, he gives Rules for reproving the Elders; and 
Jia the Verſes | have quoted, he adviſes 7 abt to be im: 
4 artial, and no Reſpecter of Perſons ; but. to reprove all 
that deſerv'd a Reproof, and to deter ordaining every 
Aan before he had full Proof of him; and fo. by that 
Means, to preſerve himſelf pure, or free from partaking 
„of other Mens Sins. This is a natural, and, the common 
19 Interpretation. Now, how could St. Paul charge 7 i mot hy 
to lay Hands ſuddenly on no Man? But upon this Conſidera- 
ion, that whatever the Perſon might be, he was, upon the 
laying on of his Hands, validly Ordain' d, and become a law- 
at Miniſt er. And how could he ſay, Lay Hands ſudaenly on 
n Mun, upon the Motive of being not Partaker of the Sins 
of the Ordained ? But with this View, that the Perſons 


na might not be well qualifyd; and fo might, by ſoch an 
bei Office, do Miſchief to dhe pes and others, and to Religion 


ia general; which would reflect both Diſhonour and Guiit 
upon the e Ordai ner. But if the Apoſtle, or Timothy, 


dul and Others, knew; that the Perſons of the *forementiou'd 
1 Vefects could not validly miniſter in the Church; then this 


Caution of the Spaſtle was needleſs: And if Timathy had 
ain on Hands ſuddenly, he would only have been guilty of 
1 Boing nothing, or trifling; the Perſon he laid his Hands on, 

peing not qualify'd to receive a Commiſſion: And if the 
3 Perſon had acted Miniſterially, he alone, and not Timothy, 
would have been to blame for any after Miſchiefs; becauſe 
7 imothy ordain'd him upon the Suppofition he was fo, and 
qualify'd; which he, knowing himſelf nat to be (if this 
en Not ion then prevail'd) could not execute any part of the 
3 iniſterial Office, without incurring the heavy Charge of 
3 unning unſent. We conclude therefore, that the Apoftles 
Charge to Timothy meant, that he ſhould wait phy 0% and 
prove Men as much as poſlible, before he ordain'd them; 
Nec, thro” his Careleſneſs, ſome Men ſhould creep into the 
. iniſtry, who might be imperiout, erroneous, and vicieus. 
nd if he was careful in that Matter, to the utmoſt of“ 
1 mis rr, tho Tome Men ſhould eſcape his Notice, and 
3 $4. be 
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de admitted to Holy Orders; who were ill and unprepar d; 
yet he ſhould be acquitted as Innocent. 


ferring Orders; but we cannot ſuppoſe, that none wb . 
not learn, that any were ever queſtion'd the Paliairy of their il 


ver in Hand, and in a due Form. 


whole Church before, and conſecrated immediately after 


us of, and the Conſequence naturally flows from it. 
1 St. Paul for being validly ordain'd before Baptiſm 


| 5 Ay give Authority to an unbaptix d Perſon to adminiſter ie 


Ta). 


— 


In hort, the] 
Apoſtles and their Succeſſors, took particular care in con- 


trix d, heretical." or vicious, were ever ordain'd. And Ican- 


Orders, upon any Pretence, but the not receiving: it from a 7 


MR. Withers ſays, that the Ordaining one who had 1 
Clinick Baptiſin, made a great Noiſe, and was oppoſed as 
unlamſal; and conſequently, that it could not have been 
rhought lawful to ordain him who had no Baptiſm at all. 1 allow 
the Matter of Fact; but the moſt that it amounts to, can 
be no more than this: viz. that it would have been can. II 
dalous for the Biſhop 1 to have donea thing ſo generally con- 
demir'd; and that therefore the Clergy endeavour'd to pre. 1 
vent it. But all this does not in the leaſt imply, that iy 
the Biſhop had done it, that the Ordination would be in- 
valid: For the ſame Man who occaſionꝰd ſo great a Tu- 5 
mult, was after all ordain'd; and no one ever diſputed : 
the Validity of his Ordination, when 'twas confer'd, tho * 
they oppos d the doing it as unlaw ful. The Caveat in ano- MW 
ther place ſays, that Nectafius and St. Ambroſe Were choſen 8 
by' a general Voice before, rhy* they were not conſecrated | 1 
till after they were regularly baptiz'd. From which thus | 4 \ 
argue: If one was oidain'd, whoſe Ordination was op- 
poſed as unlawful, and two more were choſen by the 


Baptiſm; then the Primitive Church did not think the Or. 1 
dination of a Perſon baptiz d upon his ſick Bed, or of a 
Novice, to be invalid, but only unjuſtifiable, except in ſome | 0 
extraordinary Caſes. © The Fact Mr, Withers himſelf me i 


BUT to paſs on: He ſays, That Mr. Laurence inſtances | 


which he replies, That the Oneſtion is not whether bre 


Sacraments; but whether the ordinary Paſtors of the Church 
»miay do it, And he concludes the Paragraph, with ain 
Far an extraordinary Ac Y "ind e, 4s n Rule ft 
wel 4 


F 


(5008 


Wc inferior Officers to mtaſurt their Authority by. SA Tis very | 
ue, that an extraordinary Act of Chriſt, ought not to be 
nitated by his Officers: But, ſuppoſing they ſhould do 
ch a thing thro' Ignorance or Preſumption, how can it be 
Prov'd not to hold good? I ſay, if our Saviour does any. 
Whing of this kind, his Officers may; tho' it muſt be con- 
sd, that our Saviour acts as a S0 VE REIGN, and they 
=: COMMISSIONERS, who are accountable” for af 
heir Managements. Our Saviour ſent the Apoſtles with 
 Dmoſt the fame Power that he exerciſed upon Earth; as 
Iny one, that will take the Pains ro confider the ſeveral 
Paſſages relating to that Matter, may ſee. And the Apo? 
les, when they were leaving the World, in Imitation of 
heir Afaſter, committed the ſame Power that they had 
eceived, to other Men. And can it be ſuppos'd, ſince dur 
Ford will not appear till the End of the World, that the 
regularities of the Governours of the Church, ſhall all 
-e null? That whatever is not ſtrictly well and agreeable = 
the Directions ot our Saviour and his Apoſtles, ſhall 5 
enify nothing, and be as vain as any thing done by an un- 
Zommiſſion'd Perſon ? It cannot be: Whitever is done 
y a Perſon commiſſion'd, will certainly ſtand firm, and the 
n Wongregation of Chriſtians be unhurt, by the irregular and 
Prepoſterous Miſſion ; tho' the careleſs Steward, without 
Nepentance, and better Care of the Family and Houſhold ] 
-f Faith, ſhall be ſeverely puniſh'd. L have this more in 
Be preſent Caſe to add, viz. That ordaining an unbap- 
9d Perſon, muſt be abſurd, or not: If it be not abſurd; 
- Fat a Man may milnifter in the Church, and at the 
me time not be of the Church; then, if ſuch an one be 
2&dain'd, the Ordination is good, whatever Guilt the Or- 
Einer, by knowingly doing it, may contract. But if there 
FX an Abſurdity and Contradiction in it, then our Saviour 
neceſſarily limited; and with all his Authority, as 
o|FE AD of the Church, he can do nothing in ſuch a Caſe: 
r, as our bleſſed Lord cannot fin, ſo he cannot pronounce, 
do a thing, inconſiſtent and abſurd. But our Lord has, 
mmiſſion'd an unbaptiz d Perſon ; therefore the thing is 
Facticable, and ſuch an one is capable of receiving a valid 
Irdination, and miniſtring valid Sacraments. But he 
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ſays, Whatever St. Paul might haue done, tis certain, that h. 
did not exerciſe any part of his Function before Baptiſm. And 
in this Caſe (he adds) it ſeems, that the Apoſtle had no Com- 
miſſion to diſcharge the one, till he had complied with the other. 
is no matter whether he executed it or not: And to ſay, 


It ſeems he had no Commiſſion to Preach, before he was Baptix di 


is to ſay what is falſe; for tis expreſs that he was com- 
| miſſion'd betore 30 Thereſore, to ſpeak impartially and truly, 
pe ſhopld have ſaid, II ſeems, that be did not preach, and that 
ve had no Opportunity. to preach, before he was Baptic d. But 


& * 


on Words upon the Inſtance of St. Paul. 


|  fGnce Mr. Laurence has been mention d, I ſhall quote hi 


SEC T. 30. * St, Paul, * 'tis certain, was valid) 


4 Ordain d, before he was Baptiz d: He, indeed (as al 


t other Men ought to be) was Baptiz d for his own Per 


ſonal Benefit, that his Sins might be waſh'd away. Ananiaf 
.10Nd gent Y. 


gave him that, for the reaſon, of his being baptiz'd 
& and we hear of nothing, either in that Hiſtory, or an 


cc other part of the ſacred Canon, that Baptiſm was ref 


dination valid, even before he was baptiz d; becauſe hi 

| deing baptiz d does not appear to be any AZ of Or dine 
tion: And tho'he executed not his Commiſſion till afte 
ee, bis Baptiſin, yet, when he did execute it, he did it 
« by Virtue of that Commiſſion. which he had receiv't 
ge before Baptiſm. For, we find him executing his. Offi 
. without any zew Ordination; which, doubtlefs, he mul 
e not have done, it his firſt Ordination had been a Nullit 
for want of a previous Baptiſm—— Either it wa 
e nul before, or it was valid: If it was null, then ho! 
c could his After- Baptiſm give it Validity? 1. e. Hoi 
ec could Baptiſm alone give a Commiſſion to him, who ha 
& none before? Not at all; if it was valid before, the 

& What could his After-Baptiſm add to it, as to its Eſſence 
Nothing, certainly. So that all that can be inferr 

from St. Paul's receiving Baptiſm as ſoon as poſſible, 
ter he had receiv'd his Commiſſion, is, that tis Indec: 


= HRP to make a Commiſſion valid. I call St. Paul's Or 
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of, B. hp of Oxford's Charge conſider'd, p. 60 f 62. 


c-rons and Unbecomiug; nay, Wicked too; for àa Mini- 
. ſter of Chriſt to negle& and difregard that Baptiſm, 

. which he is bound by his Commiſſion to preſs: upon 
. others Conſciences, as neceſſary to their Salvation: 
Fuhat 'tis as neceſſary for his own Salvation to receive 
F that Sacrament, as tis for their Salvation, that theß 
I ſhould receive it; and that his Commiſſion will not en- 
F title him to be ſav'd, by Virtue thereof, but he muſt 
„„ ſubmit to, and perform the fame InjanQions, which 
God has impower d him to lay on others, G. 

HE adds, That if the Inſtance of St. Paul be applyd to 
common Caſes, it will ruin that very Cauſe, ſor the ſupport o 
hich it is produc d. For St. Paul had a Commiſſion tio 
Preach and Adminiſter the Sacraments, without the Impoſition 


Ma Apoſtle's, or a Biſhop's Hand; therefore fo may others too. 
al defy that Gentleman I find he will not leave off defying: 


entlemen) to give any tolerable Reaſon, why my Inference is 
not as good a5 his. Allowing this Inference, yet it does him 
o Service; for all that can be made of the matter will 
only come to this: Our Saviour Commillion'd Sr. Paul he- 
fore his Baptiſm, and without the Impoſition of his ow", 
or an Apoſtle's Hands; therefore a Biſhop may Commiſſion 
2 Perſon unbaptiz'd, and without the impoſition of his 
wn Hands, or the Hands of one of his own Order. But it 
does not follow upon this Suppoſition, that any one can 
Lawfully Miniſter without the Biſhop's Commiſſion and 
Authority. But to conclude ; I have offer'd ſexeral 
Wthing's to prove the Validity of a Commiſſion to an anbaptiæ d 
Perſon; and what I think will hold. But after all; if it 
Ihe a Truth, that every unbaptiz'd Perſon is uncapable of 
Jordination; and that if he ſnould Miniſter, all his Mini- 
ſtrations would be null; then let us with all our Skill and 
light, plead for and defend it. But what will Mr. Withers 
and his Friends, who ſo much regard Conſequences, get 
by it? For then the Reform 'd, and all the World, may be 
o Chriſtians, ſince they have probably been baptiz d by 
Ainiſters not validly baptiz d themſelves; or by thoſe who 
leriv'd their Authority from an anbaptix'd Miniſter; and 
who can be ſure he has not? And how many may be ſure 
roi that they have done it? ee 2 


reer e p 


IN the Ninth Section we are t 
tie ir an Indignity tu our Dieceſan, and apublick Arraigning 
of. br. Loraſhip Conduct. And he ſays, that he hath he ard, 
| Baptiſm; he would immelliately Confirm me; if not, he would 
order me to be baptix d by a Lamful Miniſter; yea, that he 
mwanld have. honour d the nem Convert ſo ſar, as to Officiate him- 
ſell had there been a Font in his private Chapel. I'm ſure, 
I never ſaid his Lordſhip told me, he would confirm me 
immediately, if I was ſatisfy'd-in my Baptiſm ; for I never 
Was with my Lord, till I declar'd my Opinion for being 
- (as he calls it) rebaptiz d. Il, or my Friends, may have 
ſaid, that twas unlikely I ſhould have any Intereſt in be- 
ing Baptiz'd, ſince, very probably, I might have been 
confirm'd among the others (Who came for that end) 
without it, the Biſhop not being made acquainted with my 
particular Caſe. And will he queſt ion, Whether a Biſhop 
may not lawfully uſe the Form of Confirmation, upon the 
Suppoſition of a Perſon's being Baptiz d by an Epiſcopally 
Ordained, tho? Diſſenting Miniſter? That my Lord ap- 
pointed the Miniſter, and would have done it himſelf, if 
he had had a Font in bis private Chapel, is true: But 
how can Mr. Mihers publiſh to the World, that we are 


abuſive to our Dioceſan, when we follow his Directions, 
and move with his Conſent and Authority ? It is he who; 


has offered an Indignity, and arraign'd his Lordſhip's 
Conduct, by taking up a Report, without rightly examin- 
ing the Truth of every part of it, and by draw ing out his 
| indecent Reflections upon it. But the Deſign was to ridi- 
cule his Lordſhip, aud to paint us as black as he could; 
and therefore no matter whether the Story was true or 
falſe? But what if I ſhould ſay, that his Lordſhip did not 
determine the Controverſy, but ordet'd me to be Baptiz d 
by the Conditional Form? This, 1 ſuppoſe, would be 

thought to ſtrike at the Foundation of Mt. Withers his 

" CAVEAT, and quite demoliſh it. Well then, 'tis Truth; 


are told; that this our Pra- 
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and notorious, that his Lordſhip's Order was punctually ; 


obſer vc. 


| IT vil be needleſs to ay any thiag to the Articles, of | 


his Charge againſt my Lord, but to that one of his being 


710 


50 Chriſſlan; ſince they ure the ſame as have deen ſufffci- 


ently anſiver'd already. I ſhall therefore endeavour to clear 
up his Lordhip'd Chriſtianity, which Mr: Withers fears we 
have robb'd him of; tbo', by the By, he ſeems to be more 


T:izyrob abil ay... 


„ mee 


St. Gregory's, near St. Pans, London, in April, 1655; and 
that his Name may be found upon the Pariſh Records as 
Baptiz d in that Month. This is true; and 1 can inform 


hita for certain, that he was Baptiz d the 26th of April, in 


that Tear. He owns, that he cannot name the Man who 
officiated on that Occaſion : But it being in the Height of 
the Uſarper's Greatnels ; and Dr. Heyl:n ſaying, that the 


Epiſcopal Minifter of St. Gregory's, was ſequeſtred, wit 


many others ; and it being hardly to be ſuppos'd, that he 


ſhould be reſtor'd again during Oliver's Adminiſtration; | 
and the London Pulpits being generally flPd with Presby- 
terian or Independent Miniſters; he leaves it to his 
Friend, whether it is not, at leaſt, highly probable, that } 
his Lordſhip had no other Baptiſm than I was induc' d to re- 


nounce as abſolutely null. 


NOW, to this I fay, that tho' the Epiſcopal, or Loyal 
Miniſter, was ſequeſtred, with many others, and was 
never reſtor'd, and only Presbyterians and Independents ! 
id the London Pulpits; yet it proves nothing; For tho 
the Loyal Miniſters were calld Epiſcopal, yet "tis well 
known, moſt of thoſe Presbyterians and Independents, : 
who fil'd the London Pulpits, were Epiſcopal in their Or- 
dination, and Presbyterian and independent, only as to 
| their Principles or Profeſſion. So, that tho” it ſhould be 
granted, that his Lordſhip was baptiz'd by one of them, he 

; ty baptiz'd. But 1 doubt not to 
five. ſich Evidence, as will ſatisfy an vnprejudiced Mind, 
that my Lord was baptized by an Epiſcopal Divine, who | 
never tell if with the Times: Forl have this Account well 
atteſted from the Pariſh (which, if required, I ſhall be 
ready to produce) that during the Remainder of the Vſur- |? 
dation, after 1651, (in which Year the Church was re- 
built and finiſhed the Litargy was continually wid, and the! 


- 


Sacra: 


was notwithſtanding val: 


8 


at 


"HE fays, that his Lordſhip was born in the Pariſh” of 


Me - 
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Sacrament. celebrated, at St, Gregory's, according, to the 
Kites of the Church of England; which is thought to have 
Occafioned thoſe many Changes in its Miaiſters that ap- 


Pear on the Pariſh, Books: All which were known to be Or- 


Thodox and Epiſcopal Divines, and Men of Character and 


Figure in the Church: Particularly Dr. Calling ham, WO 
Was Chaplain, to the King, and known by ſeveral Perſons 


now living, to be a Man of great Worth; In'whoſe time 
| Biſhop Bac all was born. or elſe in the time of Dr. Hemer, Wi 
| who ſucceeded him, and was afterwards beheaded in 1658. 
| Now let Mr. Withers take which be will of them, and the 
Controverſy in this Particular, will be at an end. But be- 
tore ! leave this Matter, I ſhall preſent you with a few WW 
Things from my Lord Clarendun and others, for the Confir- BW 
mation of it. If you, conſult. my Lord Clarendon's fiſtory, WW 
you'll find this remarkable Paſlage: Dr. Hewet *, an emi« i 
nent Preacher in Landon, and very Orthodox, to whoſe 
| © Church thoſe of the King's Party frequently reſorted, 
and. few hut thoſe”. . And in the ſame Volume, he gives 
This ſnort Account of him ; Dr. Hewet was born a Gen- 
tleman, and bred a Scholar, and was a Divine before the 
Beginning of the Troubles. He lived in Oxford, and in 
the Armp, till the end of the War; and continued atter- 
I - wards to preach with great Applauſe, in a little Church 
in London; where, hy the Affection of the Pariſh, he was 
admitted, ſince he was enough known to be notoriouſly 
under the Brand of Malignity.... When the Lord Falcen- 
bricge married Crorwell's Daughter (Who bad uſed ſe- 
cretly to frequent his Church) after the Ceremony of the 
Wc: time, he was made choice of to marry them according to 
| + the Order of the Church; which engag'd both that Lord iſ 
| and Lady,. to,uſe their utmoſt Credit with the Protector 
do preſerve his Life; but he was inexorable, and dcfi- 
|! | Tous that the Church- men, upon whom he look'd as his 
wortal Enemies, ſhould ſee what they were to truſt to, 
it they ſtood. in need of his Mercy“. You fee Sir, that 

| | few. but the XI Nos Party reſorted to this little Church: 
FE r. Aver was 2 notorions Malightnr, gr Loj- 
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4 nl; Was admitted by 1 AAA of - the ATTY and” 
I arried CronwelPs Dau ughter to my Lord Falconbridge (tho 
Whey had been matried the Presbyterian ot Independent 
ay before) according to the Form in the Liturgy of the 
Fhurch of Exgland. 1 obſerve farther,” that this Dr. Hemet, 
Nccording to Heath's and Baker's Chronicles, 'was Miniſter * 
f St. Greparieiin the Year, and at the fame time that he 
4 ras ſeized on, and committed to Cuſtody. Compare this 
f mice with my Lord Clarendon's Account, and to me 
Ir ſbeins evident, that he 'was' Miniſter of that Pariſh ſe-" | 
W ccal Years'; tho? it is not to be doubted, but that mauy 
Equeſtred and diſtreſſed T'oyalilts preached there at tbe 
me time. In ſhort, all the Accounts amount to thus 
much, that Whatever the Malice of the Times Was, 
Pt. Gregory's never fail'd of one,; ot more Lopaliſts, to 
| Nerve it. I hall only add, that ſome now tide, re- 
„ ember, that the Cloak Was uſed in 40 other Churches, 5 
5 put rin: And it cannot be ſuppos d, that any Presby-'. . 
„rians, or Independents, "ſhould uſe the Gown in this © 
* WE hurch, at that time, when the Cloak was fo Univer 
Th and courtiy- Now, what can be an Evidence, that 
ere Bapt ifm, even in the bigh Senſe of the Word, 
ere continvally adminiſtred in this Church it al this be 
Qenied to be ſifficient t? 
HE ſay s fart er, That the Proflice of- theſe Sennen is 


| | Pen to the Univerſity of Oxford. The Proof of this, 
be taken from an Epiſtle ſent to Geneva; in which he ſays, 
is expreſly- owned, that the Citizens of Geneva are a Church, 


v have valid Sacrumemte among them, The true State ok 
He Caſe is, that they thus expreſſed themſelves upon their 
Nea of an unavoidable Nec eſſ ty; which Neceſſity has been 
eckon'd by many great Men, to have made thoſe Miniſters 
d Sacraments, lawful and effetaal 5 which, without hat 
F-ceſſity,* they conld'not be. I ſhall not offer any thing for 


Wnt 1 againſt the Notion; but leave the Reader to judge of the 
Pntiments of the Univerſity of Oxford, in this Matter, | 
10 hen 1 have told him, that the very. la Summer, they 
LW 7 


reſented Mr. Laurenet with the Degree of Maſter of Ar ts z 
ſhrewd Token of their being Monted at what Mr. Withers 
Ius e e 1 honour that learned Body of Men, 
N. 2 1 aud 


> 5 


and would. be determined them ſooner than hy any; bot 5 
1 wuſt not croſs my Convictions, at leaſt not in 2 Ca of 
| ſo great Importance, to ſhew my Eſteem and Venerat ion. 
In ort, the Univerſity, even in that Letter, have con- 
dema d the Engliſb Presbyterians: And 1 cannot diſcover 
any ſuch Connection and Affinity, that whoever owns, the 
Foreign Presbyterian Miniſters and Sacraments, muſt x r b 
ceſſarily.allow thoſe ar Home. 1 
WE axe come nom to the Paragraph which wholly con- . 
cerns Mr. Waller: And in return to it, I had prepar'd a 
Vindication of that injur'd-Gentleman ; but he utterly re- 
fuſech to let any thing of that kind be printed; and ſays, 
that my being baptized by the Conditional Forms. is atho- 
rough Anſwer to the whole CAVE A T, and more par- 
ticularly to this Paragraph "| Wn 
1 8 r be mentions one thing more, namely, that 8 
Mrs. Sell who. ſtood as my God-mother, was Baptized 
by a Dilfenting Miniſter: And that the Clergy- men could not 
be ignorant of this 3 for ſbe attended conſt antly at 4 Presbyte- 
Tian Meeting, before her Marriage, in the City ＋ EXON. 
Is not this fine Arguing? She weut to a Meeting;  there- | 
fore the Clergy-men could not but know, that ſhe was bap- 
tied by aDiſſenting Miniſter: As if it was not poſſible to 
inſtance in many, who were born and bred in Church 
Families, and yet were afterward zealous: Diſſenters. 
But to bring this Matter to à ſhort, Iſſoe: I have made 
the beſt Enquiry I was able, and cannot find out that Gen- 
tlewoman's Baptizer. However, Iam aſſur'd, that Mr. Wyat, 
her, Father, wasa Church-man, till he married his. firſt Wife; 
who ſeduc'd him, and by that Means created an Unealſineſs 
among his Relations, who were always in the latereſt and 
Communion of the Church. By this Wife he bad two 
| Children, who were baptized. by the Church Miniſter, not- 
| withſtanding the Importunities and Reſentments of bis 
Wife upon that Account; which proves, that even then 
he retained an Affection for the Church, By a ſecond W ifc 
kg had Mrs. S net; but the was born within; thoſe Years, 
| that the Incumbent of bar Pariſh was ſo careleſs, 28 not to 
regiſter either Chriſtenings, Marriages or Burzals;, and on! 
alem of them were reco; N 9 his Succeſſor, and „ 
n 8 own 


1 
vo 


F net a _” — 9 RI CLAY | a 


es wich his own Hand. BY a third Wife, and bis laſt, he 
a another. Child, Which was alſo boptizedaccording to 
e Fan of the Church of E gland And if the Iſſue he 
Md by the firſt (tho a ſtrong Diſſenrer) and: laſt Wiſe, i 
ss ſo baptized, is it not a greater almeſi Demunſtraiium 
orn under the ſecond Marr lage, ss al baptix ed the ame 
ray? If the Silence of the Regiſter be a Proof to the con- 
ary, it is a Proof likewiſe, that the Misiſter of the Pariſb, 


Wuriog all that Term oſ Years, never baptixed, married nor 
Prried any; the Abſurdity and Falſity of which, every Body! 
, {uſt obſerve. But, for Argument's Sake, granting all this 


o he a Sham, and that ſhe was baptized by a Diſſenting Mi- 
Jiſter; yet Mrs. Batt of this Ciey, ſays, thit her Father 
who lived and preached at Wellington, and was always 
Fery intimate with Mr. u, who! lived but at à ſinall 
liſtance from that place) moſt probably did it; and chat 
e was proved, upon a Diſpute about a Couple which be 
arried, to have been Epiſcepaly ordained; But granting this; 
$0. be à Sham too; yet I cannot fee the Odaneſe of this 
Circumſtance in our Affair, ſince ſhe was not, firictiß 
Peaking, a Sponſor, or Surety, but only a Witneſs to what 
¶anſ ered or promiſed; which any one (at leaſt of the 
irtuous and pious Catechumens) might be. In the Office: 
br Infants, the Sureties anſwer; but in the Offce for thoſe 
f Riper Years, the Perſons to be baptized anſwer and pro- 
miſe for themſelves, and the Oodfathers and Godmothers are 
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, {aly Witneſſes. It may be ask d then, what uſe are they of? 
ez great deal; in as much as by appearing once under that 

s Tharacter, they will, according to the Exhortation in the 
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ame Office (if they are virtuous and 5 think, and 
ew. themſelves more concern d for the Perſon's Welfare, 
han others. And 'tis very likely, their Advice will have 
he Force of a Command, upon thoſe of them, who have 
ny Senſe of Gratitude and Religion left; and that they 
aol "ak with eaſe, where others have endeavour'd long 
THUS, Sir, I have given you a few Reflections upon the 
AFVEAT: And I doubt not, you nd as great a Defect 
Charity, as Reaſon and Honeſty in the whole Procedure 
. e 
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of it. His Deſign, I ſuppoſe, was to make us;and the Church 


odious: And in order hereunto; he hath, in his on harſh 


Senſe, paganized all the Foreign Proteſtants; ſapp'd the 


Foundations of his o-w]n Church; render'd every Man's 


Chriſtiagity precarious; and trifled with the moſt ſacred 
Things. And is this to act like one who pretends to ſerve 
Is this to act like one (who would be thought) an Ani: 


that cannot be deceived, and will not be mocked 


boſſador of the Prince of Peace, and à Succeſſor to 


Hus 1 
Pity 
Profe 


ſhou 
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eartily pray 
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the God of all Grate; to look 


18100-2301 
proythe God o look downwith 
n declining Religion; and pour forth upon all its 
a Spirit of Love, of Peace, and of 4 ſound 


Mind: I cannot conclude better at ptefent (and I leave the 


World to judge, whether the Concluſion does not as well 


become me, as Mr. Mithert) than with the Collect ap- 
pointed by the Church of England, to be read upon the 
Sunday before Lent—— O Lord, who haſt taught us, that al 
our Doings, without Charity, are nothing worth, ſend thy Holy 
Spirit, and pour into our Hearts that mo excellent: Gift of 
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thine only 
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Son Jeſus Christ's Sake; 
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charity, the” very Bond of Peace, and of all Virtues; without 
which, whoſoever liveth, i counted dend before thee © (Grant 


alen, 


Might have likewiſe added a few Reflections upon ſome 
other Paſſages in the CA EAT; which would, I 
Wclieve, have made it appear yet more trifling and uncha- _ 
cable. But I choſe rather te anſwer in a plain way, 
Jichout offering at Rallery or ill Language. I muſt further 
y, that I am not ſo vain as to think, the Reply I have 
dw made to it, is without its Weakneſſes and Miſtakes; 
ne of which would have appeared, had I been aſſiſted in 


pn Reviſal. And this I the rather mention, that ſome 


s already aſcribed it) may not lie under the Imputation 
thoſe Weakneſſes, which I freely confeſs to be my own. 
ope therefore, the next c A EAT will not throw _ 


dmiſe, that thoſe Things which I cannot honeſtly plead 
Fit publickly recant. ET TART: 


awing up this Letter, or been favoured only with a com- 


en of Merit and Dignity (to whom the »ncharicable World _ 


zeral Reflections, but charge home all upon me; and! 
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